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ABSTRACT 

" 

Recent Platonic scholarship ~asito a great exteht denied the notion 

of ~he Kall1polis as described in thè Republio. Alternately, the Kal1ipdlis 

?a.s been pictured as a. olass bound totali tari an state, and as a theoretlcal 

ideal that cannot be realized in practice. This thesis, however, attempts 
, 
~-<: f 1 

to demonstrate that Plato'""s proposaIs when viewed. in the rlght historical 
• , l J 

context are not .only untotalitarian, but also a great source for l1bertarlan 

ideals. Moreover, an examination of Plato' s early and middle dialectic clearly 

shows a. conscic?us and deliberate att~mpt for the eventual implementation of 

. the Kallipoiis~ The dialectic ndt only teaches" correct knowledge, but also > 

'correct a<?tion and", acti vi ty in" the dispensing of the r~quired knowledge tha t 

would enable the philosopher-Ruler to govern justly over the affairs of the 

commonwealth. Plato 1 s dialeotic is an ontoiogically g:rounded principle, 
. 

just as it is an epistemological one. As such, correct political action ls 
, .' 

both the product and the vehlcle of dÎalectical knowledge tha.t is being 

derlved,from a. most exact~ng and comprehensive theory of education. 
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PRECIS 

Haintes étud-es sùr Platon ont récemment 'nié le concept de Kallipolis 

tel qu'il est exposé dans la RépUblique. On a interpreté cette Kallipolis 

comme s'il s' agissont d' un état toté!-litaire ou bien' d' une théorie qui 

ne pourrait jamais être réalizée. Cette thèse, au contraire, essaye de 
~ 

-démontrer que les idées de Platon (si on les interprète dans leur,contexte 
1 

historique) ne sont pas ,seulement anti-totalitalres, mai~ sont aussi.une 
f 

source d'ideaux l1bértaires. Encore, un examen de la dialéctique Platoni­

cienne da.n~ la, première at deuxième phase montre qu' ll-y-a là un essai 
\l' 

décidé et cortscient de réalizer l' id~e de la Kallipolis. Cette dialéctique 
t 
nous enseigne soit les connaissances soit les méthodes dt actlon qui 

pourr~ient mettre le Roi-Philosophe en état de gouverner l~chose publique. 
, 

La dialéctique de Platon a sa fondation ontologique aussi b~en que épisté-

mologique. L'action politique est ainsi au m~me temps ie produit et le 

moyen, du savoir dialéctique qui dérive, pour sa part, d'une théorie de 

~' éducation qui est aussi stricte que compréhe~sive. 
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PREFACE 

Since the e~d of the Second World War, or more precise~y, since the ~ 

publication of Sir Karl Popper' s The Open Society and i;ts Enemies (194.5), . 
Platonic sCholarship has experienced an intense revival. (Harold Chemiss 

accumulated a bibliography of 202.5 items !rom 19.50,7, and R. D. Makiraham 

eimiiarly ~ollected 4620 books and ~ticles from 19.58-73). However, despite 

t~s popularity, the Platonie conception of the Kallipolis (best, 'fair, ideal 

polîs) has been generally deniedj or, in other terms, commentators"have 

commented in such a manner that if Plato were alive today (it is my conten­

t1on), he would not recognize the ideal commonwealth he described in the 

Republig. Interpretations that deny Plato's scheme fall lnto two distinct 

camps. In one, belong the commentators who claim that the Kall~P9lis is in 

fact a despotic state, and that Plato was a promoter of racialism and tota­
,r , . 

. litarianism. I~ the other camp, belong the commentators who have attempted { 

to minimize 'P1:at~' s practical poli tical thought in the Republic. As such, 

they argue that the Kallipolls is merely a theoretical ldeal that cannot 

be realized in practice, sinee it 18 a patt~rn (paradigm) set up in heaven 

(.592b). 

On the other hand, however, l shall argue that Plato's proposaIs are 

not only untotalitarian when viewed ln the right historical context, but also, 
r 

and in fact, are fully r,ealizable in the everyday affairs of the "one true 

" etate" - the Kallipol:1s. The Republic expounds a social, political, and 

educational theory, 89 cl05e1y inte~ngled that it i5 one theory which can 

be unlocked. wi th a careful analysis of Plato' 5 dialectic. 

The pur5uit (intellectual ascent) upwards to the final ~dea or Form 
. 

of the Agathon (Good) i5 revealed through dial~ctical knowledge. Such a 

journey of'the mind, however, is not merely logical in characte~, but also 

, . 
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bath identifies reali ty, and shows how this awareness of the Agathon at the . 
disposaI of the philosopher-l':uler can be pro fi tably utilized in the practi-

cal everyday affairs of the polis. In other word;>, Plata' s dialectic ,no't 

only teaches correct knowledge, but also correct action and activity in the 

dispensing of this ga thered knowledge. The dialectlc ls, therefare, an 

ontologically grounded princi pIe - a princi ple of Being, just as i t i s an 

epistemological one. Plato is adamantly clear about this: "Dialectic ls the 

knowledge of Being (reality) and Intelligibility (Republic S11c):'!' In this 

sense, the process of dialectical reasoning and activity formulate& the 

rational organization of the Kallipolis. Hence, in the e!es of Plato, 

correct poli tical action is bath the product and the vehicle of dialectical 

knowledgê that is being derived from a most exacting and comprehensive theory 

of education. , 

And while this notion - that dialectical reasoning can élucidate, and 

indeed., guide a philosopher-Ruler in resol ving the pro blems of poli tical 

conduct - is expounded by Cornford, Copleston and Gouldner, this thesis in 

'its aim to "restore" the Kallipolis, further elaborates this pôsi tion by 

attempting to demonstrate the inherent relationship of the Socratic elenchus 

(Pla to' s earlier dialectic) rd th the dialectical construction "of the ideal 
o 

commonwealth in the Republic. Ne thus see that the Socratic elenchus is, in 

fact, eristic in character. In other words, many of Plato' s dialogues 
~ 

written bafore the Republic are negative and destructive of ideas and beliefs 

that Plato held to be in error. As such, Plato had to destroy before he 

could build. There is, in this sense, a deliberate and conscious attempt 

by Plato to realize the Kallipolis in earnest. 

The assistance of Professor John D. Shingler in the preparation of 
, 

this the sis has been illll1leasurable. l am profoundly ça teful. N eedléss ta 

say, aIl rema1ning mistakes are of my own doing. 

----....---- - --... - ---_.- ._--~-------
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The best state is that in which bad lIlen are not 
allowed. to hold office, and good men are not allowed 
to refuse office. 

- Pittacus 'of Lesbos 

(PlatoJ first, and perhaps last, maintained that aState 
ought to be governed, not by the weal thiest, or the most 
ambitious, or the most cunning, but by the wisest. 

- Percy Bysshe Shelley 

The English are a poli tical nation ~d l was oHen asked 
to houses where politics were the ruling interest. l could 
not discover in the eminent statesmen l met there any marked 
capacity. l cqncltlded, perhaps, rashly, that no great 
d~gree of intelligence ws needed to rule a natio:r;l. Since 
then l have Imown in various countrles a gopd many poli ticians 
who have attained high office. , l have continued to be puzzled 
by what seemed to me the mediocrlty of their mihds. l have 
found them ill-informed. upon the ordinary affairs of lUe arld' 
l have not ofteri discovered in them ei ther sublety of intellect 
ôr l1veliness of imagination. 

- W. Somerset Maugham (1938) 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Legacy of Pla.to 

The influence (for good or i11) of Plato' 5 work.l~ immeasurable. 
Western thought, one might say, has been either Platonic or an~i-
Platonic, but hardly ever non-Platonic. 1 

--Karl R. Popper 

It is not uncommon for scholastic exegesis upon Plato' s thought to 
.. 

begin w1 th words of the following gist. 
<-

Let us be clear about one thing: We are dealing wi th one of the 
world' 5 keenest. most inv9nti ve minds, one of the most original 
and refined minds. Theref is li ttle reaoon ta labor this point" 
for i t has been agreed- uPOJl by the great majori ty of Plato' s 
reàders. even most of those to whom the philosophy of Plato is 
confusing, "Hrong or irrelevant. 2 

'And indeed. the spell of Flato is fel t aven before an actual inqub.-y of. the 

dialogues cau be begun- ,in earnest. For one thing, you are immedlately -

impressed w!th the fact that aIl of Plata· s works which were ,meant ta see 
--, • 1 

the light of publication (together wl th a number o~ spurious dialogues and 

letters) have reached u~ intact. This complete survival of the Platonic 

corpus should not be underestimated. For, as Moses Hadas put it: "The . 
simplest explanation of the survival of the c).assics is th~t ordinary 

readers have found them worth preserving.,,3 In this sense, it has bean 

lKarl R. Popper, "Hato," The International Encyclopedia of the 
Social Sciences, vol. XII, 1968, p. 16J. 

2 George Kimball Plochmann, Plato (New York: Dell, 1973), p. -7. 

3r1oses Hadas, Ancilla to Classical Reading (r1otningside Heig~ts, 
New York: Columbia U. P., 1954), p. J. 
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argued that "time" is the closest thing ~o an infallible literary critic; 
; 

and that the survi. ving Hellenic classical texts are of such high quality , 

because oost of the inferior ones have been fil tered out through the ages.· 

Unfortunitely, however, this natural process of • selection has been hampered 
1 

by religion. Precious manuscripts were dÜly disposed of by the Eastern and . " 

Western Churches, in the ardent pursui t of proteeting Christian morality 
, "-

from sinful literature. Thus the poems of Sappho,l together with the texts 

of other immoral idolaters (by the church' s judgment) were eeremoniously 

put to !lames. We tnay never Imow how much spiri tually poorer we are to~ay 

because of such need1ess acts of vandalism. However, if i t is of any 

consolation, the manuscripts which survived the neeropolis of infer10r works 
. '. 2 

and the bonfires of the church were "regarded in ancient times as the bast." 

And the works of Plata are prominent jewels in this ehest of hereditary 

tteasures. 

,The though:t of Plato when placed in the wider context of Western 

philosophy,' has been lavishly' praised and bittex:iy attack~ His followers 

woul.d flnd , nothing wrong wi th The Philosopher: "To this day," a11 philosophie , . 

truth i8 Plata rightly divined; all philosophie error is Plato m.1~understood.1I3 

1 
See David M. Robinson, Sappho and her Influende (Boston: Marshall 

J one s Company, 192~), p. 134. 

~. C. Baldry, Anc:ient Greek Literature (New York: McG~a.w-Hill, 1968), 
p. 9. "For if the remains of Greek Li terature are lamentably small, at least 
the~ are singularly free from rubbish, which cannot be sald of the li terat1.lre 
of any subsequent period in any eount1;"Y." T. A. Sinclair, A History of , 
Classicàl Greek Li terature (London: George Routledge & Sons, LM., 1934), p. 4. 
"But the accidents of survival have not been entirely accidental after all, 
for so much that has come down te us is excellent. Indeed, ,even this small 
proportion of ail that was wri tten adds up to the greatest quantity of varied 
excellence that any l1terat~ in the world has ever produced." Michael Grant, 
ed., Greek Literature (Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1978),1 p. 11. -. 

3J • F. Ferrier, Institutes of Metaphysic (}rd ed.; Edinburgh: William 
Blackwood and Sons, 1875), p. 169 • 
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", and "... Plato has been the soUi'cè of all that i8 best and of most imJ;lOrtance 

in our civilization." 1 These above remarks of Platonolatry are contrasted 

'Ki th: "Plato 1 s philosophy is the most savage and the most profound attack 

upon libera.;j. ideas which history can show. 14:. denies every action of 1 pro-

2 gressi ve' thought and challenges aIl i ts fondest ideas." But wha tever 

powerful emotions Plato arou~es, Jane cannot deny his importance and influ-

4-
ence. Wïth.the POSSibl~xcePtion of Nie,tzsche who found him "baring" not 

even his severe st cri tics. could deny his influence. Thus Popper would 

freely admit that Plato 1s, by far, the greatest philosopher who ever l1ved. 
""'" . <SI 

~And for this reason, he very eloquently argues, 'Ile must aU attemp~ to 
, J' 

denounce the brilliant but nevertheless dangerous influence of Plat;o. 5 

"The safest general cl'Îa.ra.cterization of the European philosophicaJ. 
o 

tradition," pointed out Alfred North Wh1t~head., "ia that it consists of a 
. 6"' 

series of footnotes ta Plato." It 1s slmiJ.a.rly stated that, "... to ln-

cJ.ude everyone influenced by PJ.a.to would be simply to cata.log Western 

1 
John Burnet, Uni versl ty of CaJ..1fornia l?ress, 

1926) ", p. 1. 

Za. H! S. Crossmann~ Plato TOOay (2nd ed..1 London: Unwin, 196;), p. 84 • 
• 

3rhe logomachy between the so-called critics and defenders rages with 
"a conviction and vitality which would imply that their very lives de pend 
upon it (as perhaps they do, in an intellectual sense)." Mulford Q. Sibley, 
"The Place of Classical Poli tical Theory in the Study of Poli tics: The 
L.egi timate Spell of Plato," in Roland Young 00., Approaches to the Study of 
Poli tics (Evanston Illinois: Northwestern U. P., 1958), p. 126. 

4Friedrich Nietzsche, Twilight of the 1dols and the Anti Christ, trans, 
by R.J. HoJ,lindale (Ha.rmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1968), p. 106. 

Il ,t_ 

:See K. R. Popper, The Open Society and Hs Enemies, vol. -I (5th ad.; 
London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1966), p. 343. 

- 6 --~ 
A. N. Whitehead, Process and .Reality (New York: The Socla.l Science 

Book Store, 1929), p. 63. 
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oivil zation." Again, Emerson in echoing Plutarch would observe that 

"Pl 
" 2 

o is philosophy, and philo sa phy, Plato,'l Finally, Hegel writes that 

tlp ato is one of those world;-famed individuals, hi~IOSOPhY one of those 

world-renowed creations, whose influence, as regards the culture and deve-

lopment of the ,mind, has from i ts commencement down ta the present time been' 

~11-important.1I3 However, l understand that i t is not enough to pile 

Gloria in Excelsis assertions (no matter how influential the contributor), 

in arder to demonstrate that someone was a great thinker. Thus l agree w1. th 

Professor Robinson that ~. greatness ••• consists mainly > in leaving the 
- 4 > 

subject much more a.dvan~ed than when you entered !t." An examinatlon of 

Plata clearly reveaJ.~.tha.t he passed this test with fiying colours. Plata 

was abl~ ta bring together the materiallstic and idealistio awaxeness of 

the pre-Soorat10 philosophers wi th the pra.ot~cal, ethical teaching of Soorates 

in arder ta cre ale in the Republic the first"'complete system of poli tical 

theory. In short, he ini tiated the first systema tio poli tical discussion. 5 ,. 
G" '. ", • 

-~ 

~arry Gross, ed., Great Thlnkers on Plata (New. Yol'~: . è~~~'o~"'BOO~S, 
'1969), p. vii. \. ( . 

~alPh Waldo Emerson, Representative Men: 
Houghton, Mifflln and Company, 1903), p. 40. 

~ 

Seven Lectures (Boston: 

J G. VI. F. Hegel, Lectures on the Histo <0 of Philoso h , vol. II, transI 
by E. S. Halnane and Frances H. Simpson Lpndon: Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner 
&00., LM., 1894), p. 2. '. 

4 . 
Richard Robinson, Plata' s EarUer'Dialectic (2nd ed.,; Oxford: 

Clarendon Press, 1953), p. vi • 

.5.'Plato was the tirst ta make poli tical questions the center of his 
attention and ta ask the epistemological, metaphysical, and ethical questions 
that must arise in any poli tical inquiry. Assuming the insti tutional. polis 
as in sa me sense the imperf'ect reflection of a. metaphysically "real" ..E2ll2, 
and'making practical questions (that is, ethical and political) the center of 
his discussion, he th~n proceeds ta examine what the polis as a type O{I 

poli tical institution is trying to become. Il Si bley, "The Legi timate, spèn 
of Pl.~ ta ," . p. 128 • 
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He thus paved the ground for future developments in poli tical philosophy. 
'~ 1 ' , 

"He was a pioneer moving through terra incognita," and the Republic was 

his veh1cle. George H. Sabine has observed: 

Few books that claim to be treatises on politics are so closely 
reasoned or sa well co-ordinated as the Republic. None perhaps 
contains a line of thought sa bold, 50 original, or so' provocati­
ve. • • • Tpe Republic is eternally the voice of the Scholar, the" 
profe~sion of faith of the intellectual, who sees in knowledge 2 
and .enllghtenment the forces upon which social progress must rely. 

I:,t is preciseJ.y this notion of the Platônic Kal1J=POlis (~st or ideal 
\ . 

polis, Republic 527c) that this thesis attempts to reiterate. For, desplte 
1 ". 

the ef'%:Prts in the f:1.rst haJ.f of th:1.s cent~ by S,abine, Bu:rnet, Taylor, 

Barker and Cornford. among others 1 sChQlarsl?-P. since the Second World War 

~ •. : has ~ the most pa.rt~ rejected. the Platonic KalliJX?l~s. The rejectioJl has 

,'. "cctme from two distinct lines of interpretation. The first, spearheaded by 
~ .... .J' 

Sir Karl, Popper ldentifying the liberal-democratic positiQn and Benjamin 
" 

FarringtdJ.l expanding the Ma.rx.+st line, is ~latantly direct in calling the 
\ 

KaJ.lipolls \amormal, totali ta;r:ian and reactionary. To the second, belong • 

èommentators \who view the Republic not as a practical political work, but, ) 
" ~ 

rather, as an i.ntelJ.ectual seeking of the Divine (Voegelin, Cushman), and 

as a drama that demonstrates the limits of poli tics (Strauss, Bloom). 

Needless to say, for the purposes of this work bath lines of exposition 

conta:1.n serious flaws that will be looked at in detail in part one of the /' 

the~is. In turn, the pract~cal posib~lity of the Kallipolis will be pre-

sented in part two. 

)"G~egory Vlastos, ed., Plato, vol. l (Garden City, New York: Anchor 
Books, 1971), p. 1. 

2 George H. Sabine and Thomas L. Thorson, A Hlstory of PoJ.1tical Theo~ 
(4tti ad., Hinsdale Illinois: Dryden Press, 197:3), pp. 71-2. 
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Plato's Dialogues 1 Literature and Philosophy 
\CI 

Plato exhi bits the rare union of close and subtle logic, rd th the 
Pythian enthusiasm of rpoetry by the splendour and harmony of bis 
per10ds into one irresistible streamuf musical impressions; which 
hurry the pe:t;'suasions onwa.rd, as in a brea thless career. His 
language ia that of an inunortal spirit, rather than {l. man •• '1. His 
lm1tator, Cicero, sinks in the comparison lnto an 'ape mocking th~ 
gestures of a man. . . 1 

,. Percy Bysshe Shelley 

Plato is one of those rare individuals in the history of Western 

ciVillzation, who can make an equal claim ta fame for more than a single 

reason: as a. philosopher, and. as a wri ter. l t ls true, however, tha t today 

Plato the philosopher has overshadowed Plato the wri ter. But tbis was not 

alwa.ys the case. During Cicero' s time, Plat~' s dialogues were acted on 

stage. The following anonymus reference presérved. in t!}e Pa.1atlne AntholoQT 
; .. "! ~ 

(n, 188) reveals the bigh esteem the ancient cri ticê had for Plata. 

.. You were the most accompl:1:shed 
stylist of tpe fine Attic tongue, and 
aJ.l Greek literature has no greater 
voice than yours. Inspired Plato, yeu '" 
were the first to contemplate etbics 
and life, looking to God and heaven. 
You combined the high thinking of . 
Pythagoras wi th the cutting spirit of 
Sokrates, and wer~ a beautiful " 2 
monumen t of' their soleron dimension. 

.. 

\~ 

,In fact; before his eventful meeting wi th Socrates a.t the age of twenty, 

Plata "applied himself to painting and wrote poems, first di thyraJllbs, after­

·wa.m.s 1yric poems and traged1es" (Diog. L~ert., J, 5). Had. he continued .pO 

wri ting poetry, instead. of bonfiring bis youthful works, undoubtedly, he 

~. ~. Shelley, Essays, Letters from Abroa.d, vol. I, ed'. Mary" Shelley 
(London: Edward Moxon, 1852 , pp. 59-60. 

2wiHls Ba.rnastone, trans., Greek Lyric poetW :(.New York: Bantam 
Books, Ine., 1967,), p. 178. 
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would have been a great poet. For, his poem Aster has been called the 

1 most perfeet of a11 eplgrams. \,.,...--

>A6t~p -nptv ~è..J 'E.~ocrltf.S É-VL. 5WOL6DLV cE~os' 
. '11"0-./ h~ eocJ~J ,q~r1TE.LS' "E61rEf6S L'/ ~e_é[fi';O(5._ 

, 2 
(pal. Anth. VII, 670). 

Forlunately, however, ":pa.per ls more easily burned than poetry;".3 and thus 
'4 , 

f." ~lato' s great dra.ma.tic and po"etic powers are found a11 through his dialogues. 4 

Alexandre Koyré has polnt~d out "", that Plato was not only a great, a very 

great philosopher, but also (some even say espec1a11y) a great, a very great 

1 

, On the other hand., t~s ':pa.rticula.r strength of Plato causes grave 

problems for a commentator underlaldng to sOpP11 an exegesis of' his thought. 
, . 

Thus, coneem1ng Pla to 's eX'\1d.i te gen1 us Professor VI' al ter Kaufmarui has 

observ~: 

There are philosophers who can wr1te and philosophera who cannot. 
Moat of the great philosophers belong ta the first' group. There 

1:rbid. 1 

2 - ff 

Shelley' s verse rendering is the best .. knO'WIl translation. The Ancient 
Greeks, however, never used rhyme because they did

f 

not like i t, The following 
translation ls by Constantine A. Trypanis, The penguin Book of Greek Verse 
(Ha.rmondsworth: Pengu!n Books, 1971), p. 275. 

'-

As the Morning Star you shone in the past among the living; but now, 
dead., you srilne like the Evening Star among those that have perished. 

. ~reder1ck J. E. Woodbridge, The Son of Apoll~ (Boston: Houghton 
Mlfflln Company, 1929), p. 10. 

4. "Plato ls a philosopher because he ls, a poet. True philosophy ls poetry 
poetic insl'ght and vision, the imaginative _enhancement of lire. ,At leas.:t, 

we are 50 conytnced while we are readlng Pla to. " J. H. Randall, Jr., Pla to: 
Dramatist of the Life of Reason (Ne~ York: Columbia U. P., 1970), p. J 

, , 

5A. Koyré, Discovering Plato. transe by Cohen Rosenf'ield (Uew York: 
Columbia U. P., 1945), p. 4. 

1 
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are also, much more rarely, philosophers who can wri te too well 
for their own good -- as philosophers. Plato wrote 50 dramatically 
that we shall never know for sure what precisely he himself thought 
about any number of ~uestions.l 

Similarly, some fifty years earlier, the eminent Pla tonlc scholar James 

Adam wro te: 

••• there can never be a defin1tive or final interpretation of the 
Republic: for the Republic is one of those few works of genius 

'which have a perennial interest and value for the human race; and 
in every successive generation those in whom man's inborn passion 
for ideals i,s not quenched, will claim the right ta interpret the 
fountain-head of idealism for themselves, in the'light of their 
own experience and needs. 2 

Such an opportun! ty for Interpretation -- even though it exists in most 

great poli tical thi"nkers, Machiavelll, Rousseau and. Hegel come immed.1ately 

to mind -- presents a unique chance for any commentator, not only te present 

whàt he believes Plate- actually said, but also to present i t in a manner 

, that will suit bis intellectual backgro'und, training and prejudices. For 

example, Karl Popper, an Austrian, uprooted and exiled to New Zealand by 

Nazism, b1 tter and disillusioned, made The Open Society and i ts Enemles" bis 

"war effort"J for the preservation of freedom against totali tari an regimes. 

Popper found Nazism's pbilosophical roots in Hegel and Hegel's spirit~ , 

roots in Plata. Cauld i t be, that this period of calarn1 ty had such a 

negat1ve influence on Popper that his treatment ~Plato was less than fair? 

~/. Kaufmann, ed., The Portable Nietzsche (New York: The Viking Press, 
1954), p. 1-

~he Repubiic of Plata, vol. I, ed. by James Adam (Cambridge: C. U. P., 
1902), p. vii. "His dialogues show an extraordinary sympathy far every mood, 
struggle, and achievement af human nature, however fantasticj they convey a 
multitude of striking impressions;, and what is most discancerning to the 
reader accustomed to well-charted philosophie paths, they open up a thousand 
leads which, like the course of a ship blown hither .and thither by conflicting 
blasts, compel attention, but lead to no predetermined haven of conclusion." 
F. H. Anderson, The Argument of Plato (Toronto: J. M. Dent & Sons Ltd., 
1934 ) , . pp. 1-2. 

JKarl Popper, Unended Quest (London: Fontana-Collins, 1976), p. 115. 
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If Popper wrote a generation earlier, would he ha~e arrived at the sarne 

conclusions? In other words, hON does onels social-political position 

influence onels outlook? 
, d 

Certainly, Popper is gui 1 ty of ignoring this timely advice of A. El. 

Taylor (which was re99rded in the ~efaee of,the first edition (1926) of 

his momentéus work entitled Plato: The Man and his Work). .. 
The sense of the greatest thinker of the ancient world- ought not to 
be trimmed to suit the tastes of a modern neo-Kantian, neo-Hegelian, 
or neo-realist. Again ta understand Plato's thought we must see it 
in the right historical perspective. 1 

But i t is not only Popper who is not heedful of :this" warning. Thus we have 

this remark by Professor Leo Strauss. "No interpretationtf lato 1 s 

teaching can be proved fully by historie al evidence. For the crucial part 
\. . . 2 

. of his interpretatl.on the interpreter has to fall back on his own resources." 

It is my belief, however, that such an approach to studying Plata is full 
'. 

of pi tfalls. This is especlally sa wi th Plato, becau~ of bis great dramatic 

powe.;rs, wlüch can obscure or highlight the actual meaning of the text. For 

this reason, we must not interpret Plato in a vacuum. Our rendering must be 

conducted in a historical context, if we are fu1ly to understand Plato. 

~ --
1 . 
A. E. Taylor, Plato: Th~Man and bis Work (6th ed.; New York: 'Meridien 

Books, 1956), p. vii. "' ••• it is obvious that to understand him at all we 
bave to think of him as a Greek 'HritiIl{! in fourth-century Athens and not as 
an Englishman writing at the present day.... Plato, like every other thinker, 
was largely a child of his age." G. C. field, The Philosophy of Plata 1 

(2nd ~d.j London: Oxford U. P., 1969), p. 149. 

'1.eo Strauss, "On New Interpretation of Plato's Political Philosophy," 
Social Rese~ch, vol. 'XIII , 1946, p. 351. In fact, Allan Bloom has recently 
reinstated his late teacher's position byarguing that the study of political 
theory must be conducted through a reading of the texts alone. See Allan 
Bloom, "The Study of Texts," in Melvin Richter, 'ed., Political Theon and 
Political Education (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton U. P., 1980), pp. 
31-40, 113-38. 
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CHAPl'ER ONE 

Plato's Alleged Totalitarianism 

A few yea.rs aga an international committee of classical schola.rs 
decided that '1974 w~s ta be the 2,400th anniversary of Plato's 
birth •••• welcoming it as a ceremonial date which offers a once­
in-a-lifetime challenge to take stock of Plato's achievement in its 
entirety and reassess each of his many-sided)Jontributions to Western 
thought. Wi th this in view l put this question to myself. "What is, 
that aspect of Plato's thought which has suffered the most in my 
lifetime through misunderstanding or neglect?" To this my -a.nswer has 
been, unhesitatingly, "his theory of social justice." 1 

-- Gregory Vlas{os 

Perhaps, it is not an accident that the beginnings of the Renaissance 

coincided with the re-disco very of Plato. The fall of Constantinople in 

1453 brought many Byzantine Greek teachers with precious manuscripts that 

were previously unknown in the West. 2 It :thus enabled Marsilio Ficino ta 

publish in 1482 a complete Lat~n translation of Plata W1th introductory 

essays. This publication, as Professor Shorey put it" "was one of the 
.L, 

greatest events in European literary history. For three centuries it was tb 
t',' 

all educated Europe what J owett 1 s Plata has been ta the England and Amerie'a, , 

the past fort y years.".3 In fact, 'Ficino who maintÏrlned that "whoever ••• 

1 - ~ 

Gregory Vlastos, "The Theory of Social Justice in the Polis in Plata' s 
Republic" in Interpretation of Plato, ed. Helen F. North (Leiden: E. J. 
BrUI, 1977), p. 1. 

2See Paul Shorey, Platonism: Ancient and Modern (Berkeley: University 
of California Press, 19.38), pp. 118-45; James A. Notopoulos, The Platonism of 
Shelley (Durham, North Carolina: Duke U. f., 1949), ;>p. 99-10.3; K. r. 
Logothetis, ~I:I 4>i~<>6<>~la. 't.;;S 'A 'la. '(é '1\1Vl'6€,ws l The Philosophy of the 
Renaissance] (Athens, 1955), pp. 13-47. 1 

3Shorey, Platonism, p. 121. 
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accurately reads Plato 1 5 work will learn everything," 1 also established a 

Platonic Academy in Florence which "contributed to the lasting revival of 

the classical, hurnanistic tradition in the modern world. ,,2 

Thua, Plato' s thought, which was viewed as the "philosophical god­

father" 3 of the Renaissance, escaped reproachful notices until the start of 
. 

the First World War. H9wever" lt 15 also true that before this tide of 
. 

twentieth century criticism Plato was in certain isolated instances severely 

cri ticized. For Bolingbroke (1678-1751) the fact'·that Plato' s ideas had 

influenced and helped the development of Christianity was anathema •. Boling-

broke '/s deistic metaphysics, which recognized only a tuli verse devised by a 

pariect god, were in direct opposition with the speculative tende~cies of 

Platonism.4 Another vitriolic attack was that of Pie~e Joseph Proudhon 

(1809-65), who vehemently objected to the lax s%xual morality of Plato's 
5 

'ideals. But such criticisms were the exception rather than the rule until 
. 6 

the arrivaI of Plato"~ 5 "modern enemies" in this century. 

1 ' Cited by Leland MiJes, John Colet and the Platonic Tradition (London: 
George, Allen & Unwin Ltd., 1961), p. 9. 

ed.. , 
~ans Meyerhoff, "Plato Among Friends 

Plata, Popper and Politics (Cambf1dge: 

3Ibid• 

4 See The Philoso hical 
Bolingbroke, 5 vols. London: 

and Enemies," in R. 'Bambrough 
Heffer, 1967), p. 187. 

5See John Bowle, Poli tics and Opinion in the Nineteenth Century 
(London: Jonathan Cape, 1954), p. 161.' 

'6 :r: am borrowing this phrase tiom the title of John Wild'-s Plato's 
Modern Enemies and the Theo of Natural Law (Chicago: The University of 
Chicago Press, 1953. The climate of pro- and anti-Platonic scnolarship from 
antiquity to the arrivaI of Plato's modern enemies, has been excellently 
summarized by Ronald B. Levinson, In Defence of Plato (Cambridge, Mass.: 
Harvard U. P., 1953), pp. 3-6, 407-8. 
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In ,1912, the noted philhellene Sir Richard Livingstone fired the 

ini tial condemning blast upon Plato 1 s poli tieal thought. In a. work that 

has been virtually ignored by Platonic scholarship, Livingstone found Plate 

to be hostile to liberty and to the humanistic tendencies of the other Greeks 

1 in general. Aecording to Livingstone, the faul t lies wi th Plato 1 s "pessi-

mismlt2 and "mistrust of human nature,") In short, Plato's ideals shattered 

the "liberty of which Thucydides and Pericles dreamed, 11
4 However 1 Li ving-

stone's criticisms were a voiee in the wilderness, for none of Plato's sub-

saquent detractors seems to be aware of his arguments. As such, it took 
1 

the rise to power of the likes of Mussolini, Stalin and Hitler ta igni te, 

almost spontaneously, the !ire beneath Plato' s modern enemies. They thus 

traced. Plato's concept of elite rule over Athenian democracy, as a fore-

running notion to twentieth-century totalitarianism. In other words, 

Plato' s cri tics sought the parallels of a modern poli tical development, and 

(especially) its deformities, in the Platonic dialogues. Thus, Popper 

wri tes: "my attempt is to understand Plato by analogy wi th modern totali­

ta.rianism.,,5 l have already expressed my opinion of such an unhistorical 

approach (p. 9 above) , but it .ls worth repeating. ,Setting Plata in a modern 

perspective and saddling him with newly developed problems is an unfortunate 

distortion of the actual Plato -- the Plata of faurth century Athens. 

Thereafter, there was no holding the floodgates: Chapman (1931),6 

1a. W. Livingstone, The Greek Genious and Hs Meaning to Us (Oxford: 
Clarendon Press, 1912), pp. 18)-97. 

~bid. , p. 196. 

J Ibid. , p. 9. 
4 189. Ibid. , p. 

5popper, Open Society, p. 170 . 
6 John Jay Chapman, Lucian, Plate and Greek MoraIs (Oxford: 

Blackwell, 1931). 
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Fite (19)4),1 Crossman'(1937), Toynbee (19J4-39),2 Winspear (1940),3 Farring­

ton (1944),4 Popper (1945) and Russell (1947),5 among others, did their very 

best in d~ing Plato' s thought. Professor Renford Bambrough has described 

this massive assault as war upon Plato. 

This Thirty Years' War was declared by a number of lively and 
influential~ oooks, each from its own point of view attacking the 
central poli tical doctrines to be found in Plato' s dialogUes, 
and especially the Republic. 6 

Words were not minced. Bertrand Russell who found the Republic "repulsi va," 
even attacked Plato' s admirers. According to Russell, anyone who thinks 

highly of Plato's political programme in the Republic, must be either a grea.t 

snob, or very stupid. 7 

Basically, with the exception of John Jay Chapman in his atte~pt to 

demonstra.te that Lucian was in fact an apostle of common-sense and Plato an 
" 8 

1ncompetent thinker, Plato's modern enemies find common ground in one point: 

that Plato was a totali tarian. However, for some he was a fascist9 and for 

others a Bolshevik. 10 And in the eyes bf' Bertrand Russell he was bath. ". 

o 

1warner Fite, The Platonic Legend (New York: Charles Scribner' s Sons, 
1931). 

2Arnold Toynbee, A Study of History (London: Oxford U. P., 19)4-39). 

3Alban Dewes Winspear, The Genesis of Plato' s Thought (3rd ed.; 
Montreal: Harvest House, 1974). 

4 ' 
Benjamin Farrington, Greek Science (Rev. ed.; Harmondsworlh: Penguin 

Books, 1961) , also The Fa! th of Epicurus (New York: Basic Books, 1967). 

~. Russell, Philosophyand Politics (London: 'Cambridge U. P., 1947). 
Reprinted in Unpopular Essays (London: Allen & Unwin, 1950). 

~. Bambrough, "Plato' s Modern Friends and Enemies," Philo sophy , vol. 
XXXVII, 1962, p. 98. 

7Russell, Philosophy and ~olitics, p. 13. 

8 
Chapman, p. 176. 

9 Crossman, p. 144. 

l~ite, p. 218. 
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"Such, hawever, was his artistic skill that Liberals never naticed his 
~ 

reactianary tendencies until his disciples Lenin 'and'Hitler had supplied 

:I! them wi th practical exegesis." 

Hence twa comman charges may be distinguished in the man~ attacks 

upon Plata: (1) he was an enemy of Periclean democracy, and (2) the values 

of his ideal state (Kallipolis) were totalitarian, abnormal and repressive. 

However, l believe that bath charges fail in their assessment of Plato. 

The first charge does not come as a surprise. Plato did not deny the 

fact' that he'lwas on bad terms with the Athenian democ1-atic institutions. Let 

us nct forget that Plato lived after the golden age of Pericles. The. 

Pentecontaetia,2 which bad-been nourished by Athenian imperialism had 

finally crufubled on the shores ofA Syracuse. This ws a new democracy; and in 

the·eyea of Plata it was evil, because it had, after aIl, ,condemned Socrates 

The Peloponnesian War indicated in a glaring manner the faults of 
Athens' imperialistic democracy, but after losing to Sparta, Athens 
sought scapegoats to explain her downfâll. Socrates' death remalned 
a blemish that gave future thinkers pause about the inner brutali ty 
of democracy in defeat.J 

1 
And nobady saw this more e~early than Plato. His whole political position 

was inf'luenced by the f~ilure of bath the "right" (government of the thirty 

ty.rants) and the "left" (SUbsequent democratic government) to control the 

cont'usion of Athens after the Peloponnesian War. In his eyes bath the 
~ 

olifoarchical and the democratic factions had failed miserably. Therefore, 

1 

~ 

1 

~ussell, Philosophy and Poli tics, p. 1J, i talies added. "The very 
laèk of distinction between Hitler and Lenin, even if one happens to dislike 
bath, la philosophicallY disturbing. t· Robin Barrow, Plato, Vtili tarianism 
and Education (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1975), p. J .• 

r 

~he fifty golden years of Athenian greatness were between the end of the 
Persian wars, and the start of the Peloponnesian wax. See Thucydides l 89-118. 

3John Scarborough, Facets of Hellenic Life (Boston: Haughton Miffl~ 
Co~pany. 1976), p. 200 • 
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Pla ta, who "grew up in a perio<}. when the established order and accepted 

staddards seerned on the verge of'dissolution under the pressure of political 
. - 1 
events and theoretical criticism," felt that it was his dut y ta respond. 

And indeed, he respondpd! His plan -- as grandiose and arnbitious as it 

could be -- called for the entire reconstruction of the whole of society. 
, 2 

The Kallipolis was Plata' s prescribed theri3-py. But before he proceeds 

w1 th his "rational social change") he first identifies the disorders of his 

own tirne'";- Each single polis 'of his age (no matter i ts consti tutional 

ma.ke-up -- in being a democracy, an oligarchy, or a tyranny) was "... many 

cities •••• For indeed any city, however srnall, is in fact divided into two, 

on~ the city of the peor, the oth~r of the rich; these are at war w1t~ one 

another ••• " (Republic 42)a, Jowett' s translation). 

Plato was determined to save the ~ by putting an end ta faction, 
but his solution was not external, in the forro of gaining wealth by 
conquest. On the contrary, it was internaI, to reform the morals 
and institutions of the ~ so that the evils of selfishness, 
luxury, and corruption might not be fed but elirninated. 4 

Plato's unhappiness w1th the Athenian dernocracy sternmed frorn its 
, 
__ method of selecting the ruling body in government. Plata found it od~~that, 

"whereas only a person who had é7cq,ired skills could make such things as 

shoea and ships, aIl men could have a sense of justice and civic duty.,,5 

In other words, for Plata, Athenian democracy was a gove:rnment of amateur 

~. C. Field, Plata and his Can temporaries (2nd ed.; London: Methuen, 
1948), p. 91. 

2See Alvin W. Gouldner, Enter Plata (New York: Basic Books, 1965), 
p. 259. 

:3 Ibid., p. 236. 

4nonald Kagan, The Great Dialo ue: Histor of Greek Political Tho ht 
trôm Homer ta Polybius New York: The Free Press, 19 5 , p. 159. 

5b. F. Parker, A Short Account of Greek Philoso h from Thales to 
Epicurus (London: Edward AInqld, 19 7 , p. 105. 

'-~--_. __ . -, ., 

. . , " 

,-' 

1 

• 1 
• 1 

1 
_ ... J 



" 

.. 

o 

>~~ : :' 1 ;. ~,' 

17 

politicians. A carpenter's main function is to provide society with sea-

worthy ships and sturdy houses. Hopefully, after many years of ap:prentice-

ship and practical experience, he will be in a position to perform bis 

assignad job weIl. How, then, can we expect the sarne man to govern justly. 

when he ia periodically asked to do 50? Obviously, bis field of expertise 

is rlsewhere. He is a professional carpenter. Is tb,e a.r;t of governing, the 

Roia,l Art -- in Plato' s estimation, such an easy affalr that anyone, even 

those lacIdng training and experlence can execute admirably? Plato doea not 

belleve BO. A gOQd and Just Ruler will be the product of a long educational 

program.' Thus, llke the carpenter, he will be a professional in bis own 

rlght • ....}1oreover, he will nôt attempt ;to bulld ships or houses. For Pla:to 

this point is crucial. Competence wi thin the li mi ts of your responslb1li ties 

-- "minding your own business (433b)" Is anl eS'sential prerequisit'8 for the 

building of a just society. "Indeed., in the similes of the "sea-captainu 

" ' (48&-489a) and the "large and powerfuJ. animal" (493a-c), Plato pa.1nts a. , 
, 

. bleak picture of a society run by amateur poli ticians (o:rd1nary craftsmen 

lack1ng proper qualifications and training in the matters of government); . .,. 
~ 

such men baing influenced by public opinion generally make bad declsions 

and reject good adv1ee when it is offered. It is prec1sely this lack of 

distinction in what ls good or bad in the governing of the state, that the . . 
educatlon of the philosôpher-Rulers attempts to remedy. Whereas democracy 

"with a magni:f1cent Indifference to the sort of life a man has lad before he' • 

enters d+ tlcs rll1l\,promote to hono~ anyone who merely-~calls himself the 

peoples frieJ;1d '(5.58b-c) ,,,1 PI~to, on the other hand, argues that Just a.s a 

doctor should not beg the sick to let him cure them, a philosopher-Ruler 

1:Plato, The Republic, ~rans. by Desmond Lee (2nd ad.; "Harmondsworthz 
Penguin Books, 1974), p. 376. 
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implore the populace ta let themselves be ruled justly (489b-c) • 

Because contemporary democratic society pref~red to select its rulers in 

. this defective manner, men of Imowledge and wlsdom (philosopher-Rulers) 
" 

stand aside from the corruption of poli tieal life_. For this reason, the 
. 

ev11s of society will not end until iis eitizens stop rejecting, and instead 

accept such la vers of wisdom (~parenty educated in the Academy) as thelr 

rulers. 

Democracy, then, was not a sclentiflc process in deciding public 

poliey, beea.use i t relied upon the uncerta.1n interaction of socia.l forces, 
1 

lnstead of ca.reful and intelligent plannlng. Furthermore, public pollcy# 

was at the mercy of ever changing electoral majorities, that were pursued 

not by reaeon, but by emotion, flattery, greed and propaganda. Sueh a non-

sci~ntific approach te poli tics paved the road for despotic tyranny (Republ1c 

562a.-576b), the worst type of govemment a.ccording to Plate. The democra.cy 
. 

Plato criticized was one full of anomal1es. One slmply has to· follow 

" 'Thucydides' account of the Peloponnesian Wax te see lt in, action. The 

Mytilenean affa.1r which almost resulted in the eradication of the whoie 

1. 1 . 
populace, the massacre a t Melos, and the d1sastrous resul ts of the Sicillan 

- expedition are the fruits of Athentan democracy. On the other hand" Plato 
• )II 

proposed a scientif1c study of p:>l1 tioal actions. Richard Robinson, in his 
'l. 

. rev'1ew of Popper's Open Society and rts Enem:l:ès, has not~d: 

Dr. Popper does not bring out or face Plato's best and most serious 
~ent for his political proposaIs, namely that government is a 
science and should be 1eft to experts. Plato argues, and Plate , 
sincere1y believed, that it ls as absurd ta govern by populax vote 
as i t would be to conduct medicine or navigation by popu1ar vote. 
That is the point of the simile of the Ship in Republic 488. The 

1.rhe brutal callousness of A thens ls frankly de seri bed by Thucydides. 
"The Mel+ans l}urrendered uncandi tiona'lly ta the Athenlans, who put te death 
aIl the men of military age whom they took, and sold the women and children 
as sla.ves (V 116)." 

.' ' 
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error of democracy, according ta Plat9'lis that lt den1es the 
posslbl~lty of science ~n government ••• 

Henceforth, Plato's plea is for expertise ln government. But this 

crucial aspect of Plato's polltical theory has been virtually 19nored'by 

his modern enem1es. Professor M. I. Finley attempted (in a paiagraph) to 

refute Plato's ca+1 for science in government. 

One of Plato' 5 favourl. te arguments was to draw an analogy between 
the state and a ship. Is it logical, he asked time and again, ta 
allow shoemakers and carpenters to make po11cy in the state, a role 
for which they have no specialist training? Would you let a car­
penter or a shoemaker steer a ship in pl.ace of the captain or the 
stee:mnan? Of course specialists and experts are needed. When I 
charter a vessel or buy passage on one, l leave 1 t to the captain t 
the expert, to navigate lt -- but I decide where I want ta go, not 
the captain. 2 -

, ,If.I understood Professor Finley' s argumeI;lt correctly, he proposes that Wè 

can train or h1re experts to govern; but jn tui:n, we, t~e public, maintain 

the right to lnstruct these experts h"Ow our society ls, to be run t or, at 

any rate, what direction ta take. This 15, of course, flne and commendab1e, 

lf the whole populace ls in agreement concerning the course and goals of 

the community. Is this possible? Surely note In fact, if there was such 

universal agreement among the population there would not have been any need 

for government. There is bo~d to be disagreement between the different 

social-economic classes of the state. And since the whole community has 

hired these experts, ta whom should they l1sten? To the majorlty, or ta 

the citizens who have wealth and influence? No doubt, it is a vicious 

circle. Unlike Zeno's of CÜ.ium (336-264 B.C.) visualization of an ldea.l 

society wi;thout any form of government, Plata' s Kalllpolls was far more 

realist+c and pra.ctical. Zeno believed that if men were laft aJ.one to 
~- ... / 

~. Ro"b1n50n, Essays in Greek Philosophy (Oxford: Clarendon ~ess, 
,1969), p. 82. 

~. I. Finley 1 Aspects of An tiqui ty -( 2nd, ed.; Harmondsworth, Penguin 
Books! '1977), p. 87. 
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respand te their natural instincts they would have absolutely no need for 

temples, courts, prisons, mi.nts, or armies. Clearly, Zeno' s anarchism was 

in direct oppasi tion te Plato' s stratified so'ciety wi th philosophers at the 
, 

helm. As such, the main difference between Zeno and Plato revolves around 

the question of the possible perfectibility of man: around the means and 

the degree it can be accomplished. Whereas Zeno believed that perfection-
~ 

for everyone (or nearly everyone) Alies wi th the remova1 of the government 
1 

apparatus, Plato emphasizes education as a means to perfection, and f~her-

more makes a distinction between a perfectible elite (phi1osopher-Rulers) 
, ~ 

and the non-perfectible masses (494&). It thus appears that Plato, in 

pl~ng the Ka1li;po?-is, took inte account hu.ma.n nature. But, unlike Zeno' s 

hopelessly utopia.n caU for huma.n saJ.vation, -Plato was prepared to take 

human nature for l'lhat it ~s -- far from being perfect, and almost impossible 

te change. The folloW1ng statement of Professor GouldJîer is wonderfully 

pertinent here. 

FBJ:' t'rom being tender-minded, Plato, it would appear, was among the 
more tough-minded. of social theorlsts ever to wri te. He may have 
wanted t~e best fram men 1 but he certainly' expected the worst.l 

But i t was not only Plato who was grieved wi th the resul ts of the 

Athenian democratic .1nsti tutions. 0 Sim1lBJ:'ly, Euripides in the Tro jan Women 

(415 B.C.), a play produced merely fo~ months after ~he destruction of 

Melos, 1.n thinly veiled. l'lords expresses his horrer wi th A thenian policy. 

The mortal is mad who sacks cities and deso1ates temples and tombs, 
the holy places of the dead; his own doom is on1y de1ayed (95-7).2 

\ 

We now see that Eluripides' .woms (and for this matter Plate's a1so) were 
(' 

remarkably prdphetlc. Three gene~tions later ln the battle of Chaeronea 

York: 

~ouldner, p _ 293. 
Il' 

~ur1pides 1 Ten Plays, transI_ 
Bantam Books, 1960 , p. 177-
. \ 
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(338 B.e.) Philip of Macedon crushed the Athenian armies, and thus reduced 

Athens to the "glory that it 'was." This end was not sudden or abrupt. 

Euripides' aramatic verses were an early warn1ng, even though they lacked 

precision and therapy. Plato's Republic, however, was a full scale exposition 

that not only prognasticated Athens' fate, but also proposed an alternate 
~ , 

solution,. The end of the Pe10pannesian war changed fundamentally the 

social make-up of A~hens. In this period, from the death of Socrates (399) 

to the time Plato wrote the ReEublic (around the foundation of the Academy 
~ 

ln 387), the pol~tical climate in Athens had'grown ugly. 

Athens recovered weal th, but this, was now commercial rather than 
landed wealthj industrialists, merchants, and bankers were a~ the 
top of the reshuff1ed heap. The change produced a feverish struggle 
for money, a pleonexia, as the Greeks called i t -- an appeti te :t'br 

_ more and more. The nouveaux ricnes (neoploutoi)built gaudy mansions~ 
,bedecked their women with costly robes and jewelry, spailed them with 

dozens of servants, 'ri valed one another in the fe~sts wi th which ' 
they regaled their guests. rhe gap between the rlch and the paor 
widerfed; Athens was divided, as Plato put it, into "two cities: 
• •• one the ëi ty of the paor, the other of the rich, the one a.t wa.r 
wi th, the other.'~ 1 

For Plato, excess1ve liberalism and individualiam 1a the grave weakness of 

democracy • l t ~oes not only ruin 1 tsel!, but 1 t also damages the falh:-ic of 

to sU~h a great extent that i t eventuaily tosters tyranny (.S62a-the state 

570e). 

50 the only outcome of too much freedom ls likely to be excessive . 
subject10n, in t~ state or in the individual; which means that the 
culmination of' liberty in democracy is precisely what prepares'the 

\rill and Ariel Durant, The Lessons of History' (New York: Simon and 
Shustar, 1968), p. 74. "In every city the r1ch and the paor were two enemies 
living by the side of each other, the one covet1ng wealth, and the other 
see1ng their wealth coveted. No relation, no service 1 no labor united them. 
The r could acquire weal th only by despoi:ling the rich. The rich could 

fend t r operty on1y by extreme skill or by force. They regarded each 
ther with the s of hate. There was a double conspiracy in every city; 
he paor conspired m cupidity, the rich from fear. Aristotle says the rich 
ook the fol1owing o~ h among themselves: '1 swëar al ways ta remai~ the 

enemy of the people, and ta do them all the in jury in my ~wer' [Poli tics , 
VIII. 7, 19]." Fustel de Coulanges, The Ancient City (Garden Ci '1:,y, N. Y 01 

A Doubleday Ancho~ Books, n. d.), p. )40. 
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way for the cruelle st extreme of servitude under a despot (t5 o{t«at. 
"thS àKrOza:z:\'J~ 'e.:1~ue~f[as bôùrléta. 1T:;€.[6~'ft te KOll. tt.OFllÛ ~a~n. 564A).1 

~ 

In other words, "Athenian democracy disappeared \ll1der Macedonian dictator­
J 

2' 
ship." The .Athenian moral fibre had become so rotten that êven Demosthenes' 

" 

brilliant and moving speeches could not stir the patriotism of the Athenians • . 
They were routed and ran: tI·Demosthenes running wi th the fleetest ... 3 

Athenian,degeneration was complete. Apparently tne former masters of Hellas 

4 were red.uced to rhetoric ra ther than to courage and wisdom. 

The battle of ChaerQnea has often been held to mark the .,-end of 
Greek freedam; from then \ll1til the Roman conquest the Greek 
ci ties had. ta reckan constantly wi th the behaviour and wishes of 
Macedonian princes.5 • 

Did Pla~ forsee the eventual ruin o~ens because of its excessive 

ind1 vidualism and the pleonexia of i ts ci Uzens? l t ia true tha t, acco:ro.ing 

ta his description, despotism (.562a-576b) is based on an interna! conflic:t' 

of monetary interests. But, on the other hand, did thià internal bickering 

weaken Athens sa much that it eould offer no substantial resistanee to the 
- . 

aXm1es of Philip? Pla.to lived through tbis turmoil. His observations are ' 

1.rhe Republic of Plata, transe by F. M. Cornford (Oxford: At the 
Clarendon Press, 1941), p. 283. 

~urant, p. 75. 

3J • B. Bury and R. Meiggs, A History of Greeee (4th rev. ad.; London: 
Macmillan, 1978), p. 440. 

4 ' 
In the Gorgias, Plato paints a bleak picture of rhetoric. The 

rhetorician i8 presented as an individual who i8 able through persuasive 
arguments to influence the actions of the people, wbile being able to keep 
bis enellÜes at baYe He has no real knowledge of what he proclaims. It is 
a case of the ignorant orator attempting ta influence the ignorant masses. 
Persuasive speeches based on ignorance would not sa.ve Athens. This will be 
the job of individuals trained ta comprehend the just and the good. As such, 
the Gorgias mirrors the fuller developad arguments of the Republic. See 
Alasdair Maclntyre, A Short History of Ethies (New York: Macmillan, 
1966), p. J. " 

Jaaphael Sealey, A Histo~ of the Greek City States (Berkeley: Univer­
sity of Cal1fornia Press, 1976~ p. 491. 
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a living document of what was wrong with Athenian democracy. He saw 

"stasis" everywhere; but Athens, the polis in whlch he was raised., was his 
, ) 

li ving proof. Indeed 1 the aim of his Kallipolis was simple. 11e proposed 

that gavernment was ta be left in the hands of experts (trained accordJ-ngly) 

and nat of amateurs, and he attempted to extinguish the ever-present 

conflict between rich and paor (550c-555b). 

Plato believed that Athens had became too permissive by being into­

xieated (t"-E.è\}6e~ ) with excessive liberty (562d). Henee Plata attempted 

to balance the anomia of too much freedom wi th a necessary degree of 

authority that would hold society together and at the saroe ~ime'make life 

tolerable. After all, the ci tizens of certain ancient Greek poleis in 

search of political stability and order, elected tyrants (aisymnetai) to 

- 1 
rule them (Aristotle Politics 1285a). In this sense, democracy in'Plato's 

age was not the best possible type of government. Plata understood that, 

and thus attempted in theory and praxis ta construct an ideal society théf,t 

appea.led equally to Athens and aIl other Hellenic paleis (470e). The people 

would not have to look around for an alsymnetes anymore, as dld the ci tizens 

of Lesbos. In short, the Platonic Kallipolis is the answer ta elect;ve 

tyrants (aisymnetai). 

The second charge levelled by Plato's modern enemies ls not as clear 

eut. Plato, for example, is,severely criticized for expaunding a rigid, or 
2 ' 

caste society, governed by racists. Furthermore, Popper asc~i bes ta Pla to 

the nation that the function of the philosopher-Rulers and the guardlans ls 

that af shepherds ruling over human cattle. Henee ~e have" •.• Plata' s 

.' 

1 See A. Andrews, The Greek Tyrants (London: Hutchinson's University 
Library, 1956), pp. 92-9 •. 

2papper, Open Sociéty, p. 46. 
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rai terated. insistence that good rulers, whether gods or demigods or 
l 

gua.rdians,. are patriarchal shepherds of men, and that the true \ poli tical 

art, the art of ru1~ng, is a kind of herdsmanship, 1. e., the art of managing 

and keeping down the human cattl~." 1 This ls by no means true. When the 
) 

caste system is in force, a man' s birth decides his social position and 

ultimately his vocation. On the other hand, ln Plato's ideal state anyone 

could be educated, not only to become an auxlliary, but also a philosopher-

Ruler. And just as anybody can move up in/'the educational system, anybody /1 

can be demoted from a higher to a lower class. Plata ls qùi te explici t 

about this point. 

Therefore the first and most important of god' s commandments ta the 
Rulers is that in the exercise of their function as Gua.rdians their 

• • principal care must be ta watch the mixturè of metals in the chara-
cters of thelr children. If one of thelr O'lm children has traces of 
bronze or iron in i ts make-up, they must harden their hearts, assign 
1 t i ts proper value, and degrade i t to the ranks of the industrlal 
and agr1cultural class where it properly belongs: similarly, if a 
child of this class is born with gold or silver ln Hs nature, they 
will promote i t appropriately ta be a Guardian or an Auxiliary 
(41.5b-c).2 

Clearly, therefore, Plaie wished ta build the foundations of his Kaili:pol1s 

upon an aristocracy of knowledgeable lndi viduals, unaffected by the advantages 

or burdens of their birth or weal th. As Jo,hn Plamenatz. has observed: 

Popper is also mistakenl whenl he ca.lls Plato' s ideal repubJ..ic"- a "caste 
state." That is precisely what it is note Where the caste prevails, 
a man's birth decides bis social St4tuS and his profession; but in 
Plaio' s ide al state auyone, whatever bis birth, may be chosen to be 
ed.ucated. as a guardiau. The ruling class recrui t their own members 
but can take them from any part of the state.J 

~bid., pp. 50-1. 

~ee, trans., p. 182. 

JJ. Plamenatz, "The Open Society a.nd 
of Sociology, vol. III, 1952, p. 266. 

1 
i tsEneiïiIes ," The Bri tish Journal 

.' 



.. 

" , , 

, ' 

, 
,- G " :1', 

J 
" ," \, 

... t a tI *iIIi J -----------------

25 
':> 

Again, let me quote "F. M, Cornford", one of the most astute Platonlc commen-

tators. 

The three classes .,", are not heredi tary castes, but strata of 
society into which the citizens of each generation are to be sorted 
out, solely on the ground of their natural temperament and abili ties. 1 

It tS true that Plato did not give absolute ~ree choice of selection 

in his Kalllpolis. Rather ms preferences were based upon an educational 

system. The indivi~uals who would eventually govern Plato's id~al state had 

to be educated in a manner suitable for their great responsibilities. These 
\ 

philosopher-RuJ.ers were recrui teçl from the educational system of the Kal1i-

~, because of their ability ta complete the entire educational program. 

Thus the education of the ci tizens of Plato' s polis l'laS to be " ••• valued 

not for lts own sake but because it can and should render a man a 'fit member " 

2 of Ms State." ,In other words, the need for philosopher-Rulers to cure ' 
~ 

the problems of mankind l'las the pa.ra.mount concern of the Kallipolis. "Theae 

lovers'of w.1sdom were the product of Plato's educational curriculum. According 

to Plato, such a need for guardians arose because. "~ood men will not consent 

'\ 
to govern for cash or hbnours ,(Y+7b)." The rulers of the Kallipoiis were 

to be moti vated by a single ambition -- to rule weIl. Indeed, Plato set up 

the Academy ta train fertile minds for the most difficult of aIl occupations: 

that of the just ruler. Plata believed that his long-drawn and detailed 

educational pro gram (until the age of 50) would produce "only such lovers 

of truth who will be impervious te temptations ta misuse their power for 

personal gain, for they will value the happiness of a right and rational 
.1\ 

~. M. Cornford, The Unwritten Philosophy and Other Essays (Cambridge: 
C. U. P., 1950), p. 61. 

/' 2.r. A, Sinclair, A History of Greek Political Thought (London: 
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1951), p. 144. 
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life more than any material riches."l 

Basically, Plato attempted through education ta seléct ruling elites 

for his Kallipolis, and no one was excluded by birth fron the pur sui t of . . 
such status. Similarly, how far can anybody attempt even today a legitimate 

pursui t of poli tical power wi thout a sound education? "ConseCluently, Plata 

was primarily interested (as were MachiÉwelli, Pareto, or Mosca) in the 

problem of the"selection, circulation and stability of the political 

elite.1t2 It was an intellectual elite burdened with several limitations 

in order that ~ might not go unchecked. Ha thus set -up several check1ng~ 

points: the ascetic nature of their li~es;3 the abolition of pr~vate pro pert y 

and family;4 and an elaborate educatlona.l machinery for select~ng and training 

the rulers of the polis. Perha.ps, he lias mistaken in his beUef that the 

eventua.l guardians would behave in the defined and established norms of his 

ed.ucationa.1 program. Such a belief seeme to smack of na.i va optimism by 

today's standards. And. yet, Pla.ta's visit to Syracuse to counsel Dionysius 

and Dion, the foundation of the Academy, and the acti vi ty of bis students 

d9mons~rates, l believe, Plato' s sincerl ty in the educational system of the , 

Kallipolis. His peliefs might perhaps be hopelessly utopian. But they are 

'not racist or abnormal as bis modern. enemies would like us ta believe. In 

. . ~eslle Stevenson, Sevan Theories of Human Nature (Oxford.: Clarendon 
Press, 1974), p. 29. 

~ayerhoff, p. 194. 

3The daily life of the philosopher-Rulers is one of almost intolerable 
hardship. Indeed, they"are subjec.ted to much severer restraint than any 
which has ever been adopted by a Christian society." Taylor , Plata, p. 278. 

4"plato' s co mmuni sm , unlike most ,JUodern socia.1istic theories, does not 
aim at securing the material well-being of the whole population. On the 
contrary, it is designed as a check on the unrestricted power of the rulers. 1t 

A. M. Adam, Pla to :. Moral and Poli tical Ide~ls (cambridge: At c the Uni versi ty 
Press, 1913), p. 138. r-
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fact, Plato is the first to view education as the key to building a better 

society. Professor Leslie Stevenson has written: 

, 

His general ideas that human' reason can attain knowledge through 
education, and that such knowledge is not only valuable in i tself 
but can contri bute to the wise government and reform of' society, 
are ones with which almost everyone will now agree. Perhaps we do 
not realize that we owe these conceptions to Plato more than to 
anyone else. 1 

At this point we should consider the following question: , Does Plata 

accept. or reject the institution of slavery in the Kallipolis? For, despi te 

the very slight evidence of ei ther po si tion, Popper covers all bases in his 

attempt ta demonstrate that there will indeed be slaves in the Platonic 

commonwealth. Thus, Popper argues that ,the slaves of the Kallipolis are ta 

~ ('" 
be bath: the third cla.ss (DV\rL6~f~OL -- craftsmen) "whose sole function 

ls ta prende for the materlal needs of the ruling 
1

2 class," and barbarians . 
(non-Greeks) who are the spoils of wax} Plato, however, maltes 1 t very , 

clear that the hv\ r\'()I,)\to\ are not ta be, slaves (hÇ?~~6l), but, rather, 

the employers \r-l~e()b .. ~'tQ.~) and supporters (1:F01>é La.S) of the Guard1ans 

(46Ja.-b) • "But tbis," Popper claims, "is done only for propagandist rea-, ' . 

sons;,,4 thus, in effect, implying that the b~rLO\)ro0'c.are in ~act ~oG.40L 
Plata decep~vely sugar coating their actua.l functlons with unoffending 

w0z;1s.5 The difficulty of Popper's position is obvious at once: lllerely the 

\..,,} 

1 Stevenson, p. )4. . 

~QPper, Open Society, p. 47, ital~cs added. 

J"l agree that Plata opposes in the Republlc (469b-470c) the enslave­
ment of Greek prisoners of war; but he goes on (in 471b-c) ta encourage that 
of barbarians by Greeks, and especially by the cl tizens of bis best city." 
Popper, Open Society, p. 224, also p. 47. 

4 
Ibid., p. 47. 

~ee Levinson, pp. 17J-6. 

1 
1 

'----.. ----

, ' 

, , , 
, l', 

" 

" 
.'~ ~ 



.. 

.,-

-
-,~ 
': 

, 
~; .. , ", 
-,' 
", 
/.~ , 

:.i 
,""or. 
,', 

'r, 

. " 
d' 

.~\ , 
<:<{ 
fi' 

. 
," 

, 

" <\ 

- . 
" 

,0 

" 
'0 

, 

Q 
\l/ 

... 

28 

physical policing of such a large num~r of slaves would tax ta the limi ts 

all the resources of the Guardians. In this sense, Popper in his eagerness 

ta show that Plata was an exponent of slavery, misses the cle~ distinction 

tha~ Plata draws among the three classes (.547c-d). Plato in his scheme of 

specialization assigns each class its unique functions and responsibilities. 

Thus, the philosopher-Rulers are supposed to govern (412c); the Guardians as 

specialists in the art of war are primarily responsi ble for the defence of 

the Kallipolis (374a-e); while the function of the third class -- farmers, 

craftsmen and traders -- is to provide for the economic needs of the 'state • 

Clearly, therefore, there is no evidence that the third class are me~t te 

be sl.aves, as opposed to freè consenting cith/ens. 

Of course, it has been more plausibly argued that in addition to the . 
three existing classes there will be a supporting cast of barbarlan slaves. 

Consequentl.y, the crux of evidence presented by scholars to demonstrate that 

!Plato did nat abollsh slavery in his ideal state revol ves around three basic 

arguments. Firstly, slavery is entrenched in the status quo of things. 

Unlike other radical proposaIs that Plata argues explicitly (i. e., as he 

does wi th the eq uali ty of i{h~ sexes and the a boli ti~n of p~i va te pro pert y 

and the family), the lot of slaves is hardly mentioned. From this i t is 

deducedothat Plata must have accepted slavery since he did not argue against 

Ü. i Secondly, (and a continuation of the first argument), Plato took 

servi tude of barbarians as gran~ed. Thus, he did not reject slavery because 

it was, af~all, a uni versally accepted insti tutio'n. "Plata simply cannat 

~ 2 
imagine a world Wi thout slaves." This evidence, however, is not only 

o 

isee Glenn R. Morrow, Plato' s Law of Slave in i ts Relation to Greek 
Law (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1939 , p. 1)0; Gregory Vlastos, 

_ ""Does Slavery Enst ,in Plata' s Republic? ," Classical Philology, vol. 6), 
1968, pp. 291-92. 

2 Goul.dner, p. 24). 

-" 

/, 

1· 

f 



, 
,-;, 
,', 

! 
o 

r 

29 

purely conjectural, but aIse harcily convincing. Clearly J each time Plato 

argues for the "drastie insti tutional changes" 1 in the Kallipolis, he j,s 

introducing (perhaps for the first time)2 such innovations. Henot;! the need. 

explicitly to present and to defend these proposaIs. On the other hand, 

i 
slavery was an established institution. If Plato argued for i ts' abolition, 

he would have stated a negative position, whereas ms other proposaIs were 

positive in the sense that they were promoting change and not running 

COlmter ta convention. The difference is very subtle, but sa is Plato' s 

mind. Plata' s silence in' this matter is deafen~. saying nO;hirÎg in this 

case 1s, l belleve, much more effective than arguing for aboli tian. Moreover, 

the purpose of this silence in the Republic beeomes clear when compared 

wfth the Laws~ where Plata describes Magnesia ,,( the second best type of 

government). Here slavery is ea.tegarically defended. (776b-778al 865c; 868a; 

878b; 888a; 914a; 936c). Indeed, if" Plata took slavery for ë;ra.nted 1n the 

Kallipolis, it logically follows that he could have pursued the sarne line 

of thought in the Magnesia.. But tbis is apparent.1y not sa. Plata, 1 t thus 

appears, by keeping quiet in the Republlc taei tly he states his disapproval 

of slavery, whereas in the Laws he believes that i t is a necessary insti-

tution. However, the Kalllpolis is Plata' s unequivocal preference over the 

Magnesia ~- the "firat best" over .. second bestl! poli ty. Thus 1 t seems 

. pla.usible that Plata wa.s at hea.rl an a0011 tionist, and only proposed slavery 

1yla~tos, Does Slavery Enst, p. 291-

~ippodamus of Miletus and Phaleas of Chalcedon, two contemporaries 
of Plata, are reporled to have argued for the abolition of private' pro pert y 
and the common ownership of, the wealth of the poils.' Again, the parodyof 

"Arlstaphanes' Ecelesiazusae shows that sexual equality was discussed among 
the more ,enlightened circles of Athenian society. But in bath ca~es, 1 t 
took the Republie forcefully to plead for the se innovations. 
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ln yhe b!:!!! as a necessary evil. Th1rd1y, Professor Vlastos has effect.l vely 

demonstrated. that in the following passage of the Republlc (4:3Jd.), "Plato 

speaks of the slave as an element of the populatlon wh1ch contr1. butes to the 
] 

/ 1 
excellence of the poIls.\' Attempting to define the nature of justice 

(dikaiosyne) Plato wclteSI 

n !.olrc.o rd.;l. L6za. GcO&lê~" &lu t..'v...v 11 OU.L. 1E."oV 

Ka.t.~" llc:\Lbl. ~'L .,.~v O\J~a.L~~ \<.~l ~o~~vr KGt~ 
€.~é\}èir'f ~~ b"r-\.ovrr~ _ ~L d.rx0.J~L Ka.~ l.trx0"r["~) 
v \ l - 1..' L" >1 ... 
olt 1.0 a.ÛZOv é.Kct6Zo$ €:lS wV E:1Tia.~1:é. KAt 

, , '\ 1 2 
O\l" E.110NVlTFa..~t.t0~f.L., 

The inference of th1s pa~sage 18 crystU cleu: slaves are : ta be 

included in the Kalllpolls; and any attempt. to reject th1s co~tat1on at 

face value would he fruitless. Ilhat, then, can ve malee of th1s evidence?' 

Profes80r Levinson' s observation that perhaps "Plato in this passage bas 

for the moment. f'orgott~n his reference ta the ideal city,") haa been sholm 

by Vla.st.08 ta be merely wishf'ul th1nId.ng. Indeed t Vlastos after deaiing 

with Lerlnson' s cla1m, concludes hia paper (considered by DI8lly ta be. the 
> , 

f1nal word on this subject) w1 th the following WOrdsl 

And Binee there ia no other ~und for discounting the all too 
plain reference to the slave as 1natantiating the chaXa.cterlstic 
virt\le of the ideaJ., i t. must be reckoned a st.J:tong confirma. t.ion 
of our initial presumpt10n that slavery exists in the Republic. 
Since this would be e~tl tled to acceptance even w1 thout an,. 

. , 

lvlastas, Does Slavery Exist, p. 294. 

• 

~ ••• ~t is not this princlple abiding in child and woman. 1~ slave 
and. freeman, :,and artisan, in ruler and ruled. that each mindoed his om bus!­
neas, one man.' one work, and wa.s not meddlesome:". The Republ1c of Plato, 
transe bY~. Lindsay (L,ondon: J. M. Dent. âzld Sons Ltd., 19:35), p. 120. 

3:t.e~, p. 1'71. 
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further support -- for there ~s no contra.ry evidence -- the case 
for the a.ff1rmat1on must he reckoned conclusive.1 

Honver, desp1te Professor Vla.stos· learned opinion. l think that. this 

question (4)jd) has br no means exhausted 1 tself. We must. cons1der other 

evidence. Let us closely examine the passage 1n ~uest10n. ItlS syntax -1s 

reveallng. Broken up 1t re~ as followsl 

• •• 1n ch1ld and woman 
in slaYe and. frëeman and arti_ 
!iï ruler and ruled (1 ta11cs added). 

Il 

, 

In" three of the four phrases Plato 1s jo1n1.ng oppos1 tes w1 th the conJtmction 
, -

\ 2 
KAL (and). Apparently, such phraaeology he1ghtens the dramatic 1mpact of 

the actual mean1ng of what Plato bas to say. No one cau accuse Plato' s 

language of ba1ng boring. Indeed, tQ.s langu&«e 1s a IIIOst effeeti ve weapon 

to present bis ld.eas. In this case, the purpose of 4))d 1s to def1~ the 

nat~ of dikaiosyne 1n. the framework of the Ka1l12?l1s. Plato 1s striv1ng 

for a universal application -of dika.1osyne. AlI' mem'bers of the common­

wealth are to be covered. with this def1n1tion. Thua. the purpose of th1s 

language. "Ul slave and freeman a.nd artisan, 1n ruler and ruled." Effecti­

vely the whole community 1s blanketed n'th th1~ daf1n1t10n of dikaiosyne. 

But clea:rly, this explanatiC?n 1a 11 teraJ.l.y dropped into the text t'rom no- S 

whare. 
, ,-

Plato, who painsta.k1ngly qualifies everything he wr1 tes, in this 

case, qui te ca;releasly mentions children, MOII1en and slaves w1 thout 8111' 

1 

prepa;ratory remarks. Up to th1s point of the' text of the Republ.1c, Plaw 

1s descr1b1ng the occupation and responsib1l1t1ea of the three classes of 

1vlastos, Does Slavery Ex1st, p. 295. ' .. 

2Some commenta~rs add t<A~ '(e.~p~w . (and fa.rmer) ~ter b\'\t'lO\)ro~ 
, (a.rt1san) 1n tbe text, noting tha~ the other words go in pairs •. However. 
as James Adam (Republ1c, p. 240) has shown, the difference between farmer 
and artisan 18 1ns1gniflcant, since bath belong ta the th1:rd class -of the 
Kalllpolis. 
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the KaJ.l1pol1s -- that ls, the auxil1a.ries ~d the 

workers. The functions of 'Komen and children are not mentloned untll later 

(457c-471d) • Of course, the role of I$laves ls never stated. Consequently, 

in following the logical presentation of the mater!al, Pla.to should have 

written 4JJd. as followsl 

••• lt 18 not this principle abid.1ng in worker, awefliary, and 
philosopher-Ruler, that each minded. his ONn business, one man one 
work, "and was not med.dlesome. 

, Undoubtedly, th1s description ls much mo~ accurate .and in the sp:irit 

of the taxt than Plato· s actual words. But 1 t also pale.s conslderably :in 

front of the original. It lacks colour, drama and lmmed1âCy ln lts impor--

tance; lt ls cold, formal and dull. As such, lt could bave come from the . 
pen of many other philosophers, but not :f'ro~ that o~ The Son of Apollo. 1 

It la not accldenta! that the Republ1c, bes:1des being great philosophy, la 

great 11 terature. In order ta put this thought &Cross as forcefully as . ' 

possible, Plato in 11I8.ny cases exaggerates the language of the situation. 

This ls so 'Ki th 4J):1. Plato in his attempt to' malte the defln1 tlon of 
'\ 

dika10syne as :impottant and central as poas:1 ble ln the design of the KaJ.l1-

polis, ls overstating, quite :1nnocently, bis case with dramatic overtones. 
o , 

, Unfortunately, :in this instance (and 1 t, la rather rare), Plato' s 11 terarr 

powers betray bis social and po11 tic&! thought. Therefore, i t ls reason-
- • el 

able to assuae tba.t the incluSion of slaves in 4JJd ls merely a slip of the 

pen. And since this suggestion of 4 JJd 1s followed up nowhere else ln the ' 

Republ1c, 1 t 18 probable to assume that the lnsti tutlon of slavery does not , 

exist in the Kal11pol1s. 

Indeed" t.h1s assumption ls g1 ven further credence when we consider the 

~he high esteem the anclents had for plato' s 11 tera;ry talents 18 
shawn in the legend which maltes Apollo J the 1 patron ,delty: of iitera'ture, the 
father of Plato. ~fessor Woodbr1dge' s int~rPretatlon of Plato captures the 
sp1r1 t of this legend beautifully. ' 
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"neèci" of slaves in the Kallipoli'st If we accept the descr1bed respons1-

bill t1es of the three ex1st11lg classes at face value,' then we must be 

prepa.red to explain the following paradOXI there 1s nOMhere ~ the K~­

;polls any nead. for slaves; simply, there 1s nothihg for them to do. More­

over. their 1nclusion would have been tot411y' counter-product1ve and suici­

dai in the llvellhood of the Ka.ll1polls_ Plato Ment to great pains te 

o ~rad1cate al! excess of wealth from his commonwealth. In his eyes. nothing 

corrupted more than mater1a.l affluence. Slaves. by do1ng the Mork of the 

~ V\t"lO\Jfl0\. (third claes). Mould ~ve created a vacuum in the construction 

of the KalllpOlli': The bY\rlCv~~rX, ~stead of perform1ng the1r a.s81gned 

functions, would naturally let the slaves ca;rry them out. And since they 

wera barred from part1c1pating in govemment, what else was there ,for them 

te do? Obviously very little_ .. Aga1n. besides the obvious boredom and cits­

content that such a situat10n would create &moag the th1rd class, the reaJ. 

danger of slave man.1p~ation by the bV\~\.O\)f'60~as a me&ns of gain1ng weaJ.th 
r ' 

must also be cons1de~. As such, l do not bel1eve that Plate was so bllnd 

or na! ve, as to plant the seed.s of the Kallipol1s' destruction. l t seems. 

moreover, that Plate was well awa.re of the problems that slavery was going 

to create. While descr1b1ng the degeneration of the Kall1polls because 

the Guardians (philosopher-Rulers and Auxil1ar1es) were somewhat lu w1th 

the ed.ucational system (,546c0.547a), Plato f'urthermore explains how timocracy 
t. 

originated from the ideal state (547b-c). 

Once 1nternal s'trife has started., the tliO elements philos«pher­
Rulers and Auxil1ar1es pull 1n different direct1ons; the 1ron ami 
bronze tow~s pr1 vate prof1 t and pro pert y 1n land and houses and 
gold. a.nd sil ver, the other two, the sil ver and gold, having true 
r1ches 1n their own hearts, towards excellence and the tradi tional 
order of thlngs. The violence of their appasi tian is resal ved in 
a co!JI.promise under which they distr1bute land and houses to private 
ownership, while the subjects whom they once guarded. as freemen and 
friendsC'e..4f..\Jl:)tfovS Cft~o"S], and te whom they owed. the1r mainte­
nance, are reducéd te the status of serfs and men1als, and they 
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devote themselves te wa.r and holding the population in sUbjection. 1 

This ls indeed. a remarkable passage. The ~'" r\.ovi10~ are the "friends"­

of the Gu.ard1ans and provide sustenance for the whole eommuni ty. It 1s only 

wi th the emergenee of pr1 va:te property in tlmocr8.CY, that the th1rd el&fis 
" 

will no longer willingly nourlsh the commonwealth. l t thus appears that 

sla.very will take root when the Kalllpolls begins to deteriorate. Of course, 
., 

this passage (4571>-c) does not clarlfy the status of the ~bar1an slaves, 

sinee 1t ls only eoneerned nth the faté of the th1rd class outslde the envi-

ronment of the KaJ.lipol1s. But it sheds sou valuable l1ght.on Plato's . 
\.Jframe of m1nd.. The vital importance that Plato attaches te fr1endship 

(philla) and ca.ma.raderie in the construction oE tne Kall1polis became self­

evident at once. In a nutshell, the Ka1l1pÇl.1s 1s a eOIDDllmi ty of friands 

(philoi). Friends govern over friendsa 2 slaves can only injure- such an 
, \ 

a.micable kture whan each, c1 tizen 's task ls so cuefully ca.!culated. Às 

Professer ~ev1nson bas ltrittens 

Plato bas reserved the work for his c1tizens, who must be saved !rom 
the idleness, pmfligacy, and fii tting about from one occupation te 
an6ther, which Plato believed he had seen, and had disllked, at Athens. 
The presence of slaves in any numbers would have endangered' bis ldeaJ. 
of a simple ~ ba.rdy, and wholesome commun! ty in whieh each man does his 
Olln work.3 ,D 

c 
From this perspective, then, we cau reasonably conclude that the ins~ut~on 

of slavery bas nothing positive te contrlbute in Plato's beautlful polls. 

On the contra.ry, 1ts' ~cluS1on C8:l ,only ,ru1n an otherw1se ha.rmonio~s whole. 

\ee. tralls., p. 362. 

o 2.. Acoordingly, the just man rphilosop~er-Ruler]' who, through' bis l~ve' 
of ldsdom and. through his philosophie way of tife, preserves the harmony of 1 j>! 

his soul, 16 therebyable te evoke the trust of' other men. other men know 
they can rely on him, and so they show Mm the love of friends, philla. This 
love is direeted at the wisdom of the just who ln turn evokes a strlving for 
similar wisdom in his philoi, Friends are thus united wHh one another in 
their eommon love of wisdom. The just man is loved as a vessel of wiad.om, as 
the carrier of the idea of justice." Horst Hutter, PollUes and Frlendsh1:e 
(Waterloo, Ontario 1 Wilfrid La.urier U, P., 1978), p. 94. -

3r.evinson, p. 171, 
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Let us f1nalJ.y oonsider the Mst damag1ng and l1ngerlng charge aga.1nst 

Plato by his modern ,enem1as. (Oddlyenough, however, of a11 the wrongs 

attributed. ta Plato this one has the least fa.ctuaJ. has1s.) Namely, he 1s 

accused of expounding the 1deology of a "lelsure class" which explo1ts the 
1 . 

ignorant masses and keeps them in line by enforcing "ruthless and lawless 

2 ~ 
violence ," while under fine phrases he has managed ta bide his Il authorl ta.r1a.n 

react1ona.ry"3 beliafs. But this 15 a most improbable render1ng: for no 

~tter,. how bard one tries ta strain the .~ of the Repub11c, i t 1s 

impossible ta find any evidence wh1ch points out that the KaJ.J.1pol1s was meant 

for the materi&1 prof1t of one class of ci t1zens over another; or, for that 
, , 

matter. for any other reason. As suCh. the bleakest picture o,ne may'pé.int 1n 

the relationship between the Guamians and the third class C8l1 be stated. as 

followsl the Guardians becauBe they ~ trained to Imow what 1B oost for 

the whole communi ty may decei ve the nst of the ];tJpulace "for their om 

good." in the same manner a. doctor deceives his patients for their \Ùt1ma.te 

4 benef1t. However, there 1s not a single line, or even a hint, in the whole 

of the Republic that subordinates the interests and welfare of one segment' 

of the population ta the whims of another. Indeed., besides his statement 

that rulers and rul.eçl are "frlends" (547c), Plato makes lt an absolute con­

di tion in the construction of the Kalllpo11s that all three classes must 

agree (have 5Ophrosyne or temperance) about who ought to rule (43Od.-432b); 

"~ yet aga.1n, if there i5 any c1 ty 1n which the rulers and the 
ruled are of one mind as te who ought te rule, that candi tian will 
be found. in this. Don' t you think 50?" 

~ee 'F1te, pp. 128-42. 

~opper, Open Society, p. 3:36. 

:3 Wlnspe&l:' , p. 336. 
4 See Bambt'ough, p, 103.' 
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"I most emphat1caJ.ly do," he said. "In which clasa of the olt1zens, 
then, will you say the virtue of so berness bas i ta seat N'hen this ls 
their cond1tlon? In the rulers or in the ruled?" "In bath, l suP­
pose," he said" (431e).1 

Clearly,_ then, in this passage a most fundam~tal princlple of freedom ls 

expl1Clt:6 recognized: II go;ernment with consent of the governed:,2 In other 
"'-

'NOms, the KaJ.llpolls' Guardiane are subjected to the approval of the thi1'd. 

class. And, if, for any reasOn, the philosopher-Rulere should fail in the1r 

duties (an indeed rare, but oot unimag1nable occurence), the masses would 

have the right te ul tima.tely remove them from office. Moreover, there ls 

not a strand of evidence to ind1cate that the goverriing body once found 

UIllfBnted by the rest of the population would want to stay ln power through 

the US$ of foroe. J 'Professor G. C. Field bas writtena 

It ls one of the 1II08t lnexcusable misrepresentation of Plata 1 s ldea.l 
society to plcture 1t as a state in which a. large body of unwill1ng 
subjects ls hel.d doNn by force by armed rulers. Of course, as in aJ.l 
communi ties, force might have to be used from Ume to time against 
reèaloltrants. But 1t ls one of the ca.rd1nal features of the ldeal 
àta.te that ln all classes there should be, in Plato's phrase [431eJ, 
agreement abc'ut who should rule Md who should be ruled.4 , 

To SuMo up. Of great concern to Plato' s modern enemies bas been the 

tendenoy of the prenous oommentators to ~deal1ze the master. Consequently, 

, they attempt in thelr bo~ks to set the record. straight,5 This industry of 

" 
~lato"s Repub11c, transe by Paul Shorey, VOl.~'I (London:. William 

Heinemann, 193.5), p. 363. ' 
\ 

~ornfo:rd, trans., p. 12211. 

Jpopper l s aim to ldentify the meSlling of the canvas-cle8n1ng passages 
(.501a, ,541a), as an attempt by the philosopher-Rulers te "llquidate" the un­
wanted elements of the Kallipolis (pp. 166-67), ls mistaken. The purpose of 
these passages is:;purely educational. By a' clean slate or canV8.S, Plato in 
.501a refers ta the intent of the philosophers to dispense their knowledge in' 
a1.1 ° the secters of the communi ty -- consequently, attempting ta reform the 
character of the existing community in the most virtuous manner. Again, .541a 
refers to the uncorrupted mind-s of young children, and how the1r proper train­
ing can establish the Kalllpolis in the quickest and easiest way (see p • .51 
below). ° 

4F1eld, p. 59 • 

.5see Crossman, p. 84; Popper, Open Society, p. 87 .. 9. 
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" .. condemn Plato" sChola.rsh1p has been descri bed best by, Gore Vidal, who as 
1 

" , a nçve11st ha.s no poli ticaJ. axe to grind • 

One of the laws of phys1cs as yet unrevised by the masters of the 
• second of the two cultures ls that ln nature there can be no action 

w1 t};lout reaction. This law aIso appears to hold true 1n human nature. 
Praise Aristides too much for,. his justice and people will think him 
unjust. Evoke once too often a vision of golden youths l1stening to 
1f1se old men in the green shade of Academe and someone will snarl that 
those Athenian youths vere a drea.ry lot taught by self-serving proto-
fascists of whom Plato wa.s worst.l . 

Much of the cr1t1cism, then, directed against Plato should 'be taken vith a 

g:ra1n of salt. Indeed, a oâreful analysis of the pxoposals that today might 

be offensive ta us ma.kes parieet sense when viewed under the oond1 tions for 

which they vere or1g1nally proposed. In this sense r Plato' s contemporaries 

who were in the best po si tion to judge the merl t of his bellefs kept ra-

8Ound1ngly mum about a.ny defeets, wh1.le at the same time, they ~C?ur1shed. in 

the crueial ea.rly da.ys the sapling which Plato pl~t8d1 that of an academic 

institution wb1ch kept its doors open for nearly n1.ne hundred yea;rsJ 1ndeed, 

longer than any other. 2 
J 

, , 

Collected Essa 

2.rhe d1sappearanee of a number of sophistic sehools, inolud1ng that 
of lsocrates, in the crltical academic climate of f'ourth century Athens, 
1s another example of :the high esteem that Plata' s school had. in the eyes 
of the anclents. 
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CHAPŒR 'NO 

The Limi ts of Pou. tics. 
I. The Republic as Spirl tual Care 
II. The Republ1c as a City of Speech 

'., 

Consequently l weighed the question and ns uneertain whether or not 
to yj.eld to his urging and. undertake the journey. What tipped the 
sca.les eventually wa.s the thought that if anyone ever vas to attempt 
to realize these prine1ples of lé!-w and. govemment, now wa.s the tlme 
to try'".. Above all, l was ashamed. lest l appear to myseU as a 

'pure " theonst , unnlling ta touch ;my practica.l task.... 1 
, ' -: Plato ~Epistle VII, 328B-C) 

r~ " 1 ~ 

Wh1le the debate between Plato's modern enemies and. his defenders rageà. 

copeern1ng the aJ.leged racial1st tOtali ta.r1an bent of his thought, another 

group of 1nfluential schoiars ch8.ueng~ the tradi tional 1nterpretation of 

Plato' s poli ticaJ. theoI7 'ln a tatally different angle. This group, led by 

Professors Voegelin, St,;ra.uss and Bloom. denied. completely the practicaJ. 

pos1b111ty of Pla.ta' s 1deaJ. polis. The question whether Plata himself took 

seriously the KaJ.l11?Olis he deseri bed in the Republlc, bas been a point of 

2 dispute since the turn of the century, However t 1 t was not until the 

historie Ha.ll-Bloom deba.te 1n the pages of Poli tical Theory (August' 197'7) 

that this contencU.ng question reached the llmelight of Platonic scholarship. 

My pOsition in thi;s particu1ar issue will side with the commentators who 
, 

have aceepted the practicabill ty of the KaJ.lipolis. Thus in expounding the 

, ~a.to' s Epistles, 'tranSI by Glenn R. Morrow (Rev, ad.; Indianapolis,. 
T~e Lll:1ra.ry of Liberal Arts, 1962), pp. 220-1. 

~ee W. K. C. Outhrie, A Histo~ of Greek PhilosophY, vol. IV 
(Cambridge: C. U. P., f975), ppjo 483-. 
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position of Voegelin (the Republ1c as spiritual. care), and of Strauss-Bloom 

(the Republic a.s a city of speech~ l shall attempt to identify certain mis­

taken assumptions in their arguments • 

l 

Eric Voegelin bas been calied one of the lead1ng poU tical th1nkers 

of our Ume, and pro bably the most 1nfluential and provocati ve his:l:.orlan of . 
this century. 1 His thought ls founded upon <1: particula.r orientation that 

lead.s "to a concept of pollt1cal order which identifiés any pollticaJ. viol .... 

tion of man' s h1.UD8n1 ty, not only as a ra bellion against order but as a sp1rl-
{;/f)-

. 2 . 
tuaJ. d1sease~" Thus his pol1t1cal po si tion ls Qased upon the Platonic pas-

sage (Republic 368c-d), where the follo1d.ng olaim i8 made: " • •• a polis is 

man wr1 tten large ... 3 In this sense, "The- soul of man is a source of truth 

only when lt ls orlented toward god through tne love of wisdom. In Heraclltus 

the id.ea of an order of the so~ begins to form ~ch 111 Plato unfolds into 
\ 

the perennial ~ciple of polltical science that the rlght order of the soul 

through philoso phy furnishes the standard for the rlght ?rder of hUlllBa 

4 society." In other werds, . as Russell Kirk put i t, 

~ee Russell Kirk, Enemies of the Permanent Things (New Rochelle, New 
York, Arllngton House, 1969), pp. 268-81. "Indeed, at the 1960 convention 
of the American Polltical Science Association, a panel was set aside for the 
d1scussiçm of bis magnus opus, Order and History. This is a rare distinction 
for a living political philosopher." Dante Germino, Be~nd Ideology: The 1-
Revival of Political Theory (New York: Harper & Row, 197), p.. 1628 

%regor Sebba, "The Present State of Politica.l Theory," Polit y , vol. l, 
1968, p. 267. 

\ric Voegelln, The New Science of Poli tics (Chicago: The Urii versi ty 
of Chicago Press, 1952), p. 61. 

4Eric Voegelin, Order and History, vol. II: The World of the Polis 
(Baton Rouge: Louisia.na State U. P., 1957), p. 227. 
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The Republic is a. zetema, an inquiry' , into the reaJ. nature of 
sp1r1 tuaJ. and social ba.rmony. In Voegel1n' s phrases, "I t should 
be clear that the inquiry ls concerned w1 th the reall ty of order 
in soul and society 1 not 'Hi th 1 ideals' ... 1 

.. 
'Voegelin's clearest interpretation of Pla.to ls found in the third 

2 ., 
volume of his magnus opus. He begins his analysis of the Republ1c by 

- . !; cla.1ming that Plato dellberately placed the dialogue in the ha.rbour of 

Piraeus, some five miles from Athens, where Socrates had gone to offer his 

- \ prayers te the goddess Bendis, the Thracian equi valent of Artemi.s. Both 

the gaddess and the ha.rbour represented the contamination of tra.d1t1onal 

Athen1an life. Bendis identified. with orgiastlc ritesJ was an imported 

div1n1~YI and the patron of sa.1lors and marchants. The P1raeus lacked any . 

soCial and poli tlcaJ. consciousness except as a place where. money could be 

.. made. ,Thus" ••• the spiritual death and disorder of Athens wa.s symbolized 
. 4 \ 

by the P1ra.eus. l
' Furthermore, Voegelin claims that the first word. of the 

Republ1c, Kateben (1 :went dow), ..... ~ùnd.s the great theme tha~ runs 

through it to its end." 5 Going'down te the Piraeus symbol1zes a descent 
. , 

!rom the a.1ms that true virtue demanda; and. the whole investigation into 

. justice was an attempt to d1.scover the way ~ to the absolute righteousness 
. 6 

of n... the po;tis of the Idea. n 

p. 280~ 

~c Voegel1n, Omer and mstory, vol. IlIs Plata and Aristotle 
(Baton Rouget Leuis1ana St,ate U. P.,' 1957). ' 

3w. K. C. Guthrie, Greeks and their Gods (Bostonl Beacon Fresa, 
1955). p. 43. or 

4 
Voegelin, Order and Histo~, vol. III, p. 61. 

Srbid. , 
î 

p. 52. 

~bid.". p • 53. 
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From the depth of the PUaeus the way went, not ba.ck to the Athens 
of Marathon, but forwa.rd and upwa.rd. to the polis bu:1lt b~ Socra.tes 
Mi th bis f"riends in .their souls. 1 

Accord1ng ta Voegelin, Plato wa.s not 1nterested in constructing a. 
Ka1l1polis. Rather, the Republic is a parad1gma.t1c society that demonstrates 

to men a defini te sta.nd.a.rd of conduct. In tu:rn, this standard. may be used , 

to judge the relative defiency of the actual society in which men live. 

Thus Voegelin po1nts out that Plato' s Republlc is unfortunately misunder­

stood if interpreted. "as a rational blueprint of an 'ideaJ. constitution '" 

\ 

1nstead of as an " ••• intense caJ.l for spir1 tuaJ. reform."2 -;Russell Kirk ' . 

wr1tesl 

Voegel1n reasons, convinc1ngly, that Plato's 1ntention and accom­
pl1sbment is to teaoh obedience to the 1Dca.rn~te Truth; not to 
préach some 'dismaJ. set of totallst dogmas, nor yet to 'b:t\1.ng into 
being an "ideaJ." state in bis own Ume, but rather to re\ea.J:-.those 
princ1ples of order in the soul and order in the commonwealth 
wh1ch make us truly huma.n and. which keep the knife from our throats.J 

Concern1ng Aristotle' s cri ticism of Plato 1n the Poli tics (1260b27-

1264b2;, 131;b40-1316a27) Voegel1n claims that the pupil was attacldng 

certain utopian elements of his maater' s thought. "Artstotle recogn1œs 
. 

the "impossible" element in Pla.to's speculation ••• 1n the lack of consistent 
1. 

rel1ance on the educati ve process and in his short circu1 t into insti tutional 
4 . . 

remed1es." However, llke Pla.ta, Aristotle was aJ.so not interested in 
'\ 

practical. pol1tics. This means that Aristotle' s spoudaios (mature 1II8ll), 
8 , 

being the best man in fully actuaJ.1zing the potential of human nature, 1s 

capable of connecting mBll and society to the bios theori tikos (the life of 
/' 

1:rbid., 1taJ.1cs added. 

2voegel1n, Order and. H1stoZx. voL II. p. 187. 

Înrk. p: 272. 

4voegelln, Order and Histor;y. vol. III, p. 323. 
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reason and contemplation). The bios theorltlkos ls synonymous with Plato' s 

search for the ru. timate reali ty of ~he Good; this being the sophon 1. kalon 

l-, 
, and !6athon (the love of the Divine). 1 The"~ (human mind) symbol1zes the 

facultyof attunement to the divine order through the bios theorltlkos and 

the se arch ~,the i3OIphon. 

In Aristotle we feel a coolness and severi ty which stems !rom the 
fact, if wè JDay express i t drastlcallZ, that he has I~ gl ven up" .... 
His"life is no longer centered. in pol~cs, but in bis stella.r 
religion and in the bios theol'i tlkosl his soul is fascinated. by the 
grandeur of' the new llfe of the spirit and intellect; and his work, 
rang1ng over the realms of' being f brings them into the grip of his 
impera.torial mind. For sllch a man the accents of the -criais will no 
longer lie on the misery of Athens; the y will lie on the new life 
that bagins with Plato. An epoch is marked but it bas the cha.racter 
of a new climax of the intellect, of the ~.2 

Professor Voegel1n' s lnterpretation, however, raises certain questions. 

I~, if we accept the evidence of the seven~h Letter ~ genuine,J lie must 

reasonably conclude that Plato at the Ume of' the wri ting of the Republic 

belleved. that his ideas were reallzable. In fact, the following passage 
• 

f%'om the Seventh Letter rei tentes r the ideas expressed in the Republ1c 

(4'7jc, 487e, 499b, SOle). 

The more l reflected upon what ~appen1ng, upon what kind of men 
ware ac~i ve in poli tlcs, and. upoÎl th't state of our laws and customs, 
and the older l grew, the more l real1zed. how dU'ficul t it ls to 
manage a ci tyl s affairs r:Lghtly.. •• and. though l did not cease to 
~nect how an improvement could be brought about ln our laws and in 
the whole constitution, yet l refrained. !rom action, waiting for the 
proper Ume. At last l came to the conclus1on that al1' existlng states 

-~oegelln, The New Science of Poll tics, pp. 61-70. 

2vOegelln. Order and. History. vol. III. p.289. 

'lrhe authenticity of the thirteen iletters that Plato is purported. to 
have written, has been a matter of Academic dispute over the yeuse Indeed, 
most of them have been shown to be forgeries. However l the most important of 
them, the Seventh, was accepted as genuine by Cicero and Pluta.:rch. Today 1 t 
bas also been accepted by moat Platonic acholars. Moreover, it has been argued 
that if Plato himself did not write the letter, the person who wrote 1t was 
wel1 versed and an eyewi tness as reglU'ds provid1ng an hiatorically fai thful 
picture. See Walter Hamilton, P1ato, Phaedrus and the Seventh and Eighth 
Letters (Harmondsworth: Penguin 'Books, 1973), pp. 10.5-8. . ~ 
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are bacUy governed... and that the l11s of the human race would 
never end until either those who are sinoerely and truly lovers of 
wisd.om come lnto poli tlcaJ. power, or the rulers of our c1 tiea, , by 
the grace of God, learn true philoso~hy (Eplstle VII, 32.5c-J26b).1 

Plato did attempt to put his poli ticaJ. fai th into pra.ctlce by going ,to 

Syracuse at a rather advanced. age. He 'W8.S a~ed,. he tel+s us, to he thought 

of simply as a theorlst (Ep1stle VII, J28b-c). He was sixt Y years of age when 

he wa.s lnvi ted ta S yra.cuse ta counsel Dion, who wa.a a ft... thorough believer 

in Plato's views about the union of po11tlcal power with'âclenoe.,,2 As A. E. 

Taylor points out, Plata had ta go to Syracuse because ft ..• i t would have 

been an everlast1ng- dishonour to the Academy lf no attempt wers made ta put .. 
his theory -!nto practice when opportun1 ty offered. at such a cri tica.l junctu­

re."3 Moreover, Gilbert Ry~e claims t~t the politicaJ. essence of the 

Republ.ic (Books II-V) was mtten for dellvery in Syracuse. Hance, the 

• 4 Republ.1c contains " ••• a positive polltical message." The fact that Plato 
• 

faj,led ~n Syracuse does not nècessarlly indicate that bis efforts tQ bring 

together his pollt1ca.l:thought with an ex1sting polls went for nought. 

Again ..... ·we must note that students of the Acad.emy took an a.cti ve part ln 

PQll tics aU over Hellas and Plato f s lessons in SyracuSe were undol,lbtedly --
put te good use. Pluta;rch and Athena.eus recorded the deeds of some of the 

, 

most influentiaJ. members of the ACademy.5 In many cases the actions were 
...v' 

~lato t Epistles, tranSI by Monow, p. 217. 

2TaY10~, Plato, p. 7. 

3:rbid. 
4' -, 
Gilbert Ryle, "Pla.to," The EncycloJ?!!d1a of Philosophy, vol. VI, 

1967, p. ))1. e 

-13ee Plato's Epistles, .trans. by Morraw, p. 143. , 
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undertakèn wi th the blessing of Plato hiuel!. 

And politioal in its influence the Academy certa1n1y became. It 
wa.s known in' the fourth century as a place where the govern1ng of 
men wa.s studied. scientif'ically; and we hear of Many of i ts members 
who took an acti'Ve part in the poli UcaJ. life of Greek states. 1 

An histerica.1 investigation ~h1ch traces the actlons of Plata and the 

other members of the Academy ~ clea.rly demonstrates tha.t there wa.s an a.ttempt , (, 

te lmplement the KalllpÔlis as expounded in the lfepubl1c. It seems to me, 1 

'-' 

that Voegel1n ls explaining _th~ ~public in a vacuum. His rendering is not 

done in an historie&! 'contexte Rather, he is interpreting Plato' s thought 

only th1:ough the dialogues.:2 Âs l ba.ve mentioned bafore ,(p. 9), this ls a 

very risky road ta take. And bow about the évidence of the Epistles? 
, , 

Pr?fessor Voegel1n (in a cur10us Une of reasoning) claims that the relatlon-

ship between ~ata and Dlon li&S not one of teacher and st\1dent undertak1ng 

8Z'1 active pursuit of pollticaJ. re:form, but one 'based. upon homosexuaJ.. eros.:' 
,., 

Therefore, he d.1sm1ssea the teat1mony of the Epist1.e! ln lesa than six pagea, 

ln a. volume of 268 pages. 

1rbid. 
. .., 

2., A study of Plata whi'ch confines 1 tself te' the latter of the Dialo-
gues ••• has ended br stripping Plato of his philosophie&! ~gn1ty and lnterest, 
bas set him before us as a brllllant, but basica1ly !ri volous player -- about 
with haJ.f-formed, inconsistent notions and methor, and has failed. te' expla.1n 
the persistent, historlcal sense of him as a deep y engaged. thinker, to whom 
we Olfe one of the moat important, oost coherentl elaborated, most 1mmensely 
illuminating ways of regaxd1ng the world." J. N. Flndlay, Plato: The 
Wrltten and UnHrltten Doctrines (London 1 Routledge and. Kegan Paul, 1974), 
p. x. 

JS~e Voegel1n, Order and History, vol. III, p. 18. S1mply, there ls 
no concrete evidence ta indicate that J?lato wa.s a praç,tis1ng homosexual. 
Indeed, his ascetic1sm aPFears to involve the denia):"of both sexes •. More­
over, in the Laws (6J6a-b) he condemns homosexual-1;{y as a highly disruptlve 

. influence upon the a.:f'fairs of th$' state. For a balanced discussion on this 
\ ques~~on see Huttér, pp-. 84--90. 
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Further arguments against VoegeUn' s:.,expofSi tion ~ll be presented in 

the second. part of Ws chapter, sinee bath Voegel1n and Strausa-Bloom 
1 

m1n1mize Plata' s practical pollUes; only the4" approaches diff'8r. 0 

'. 

II 

Aecording' ta Lee strauss ~ Alan Bloom, the Republle eonveys a d'Sep 
0. 

., 

ironical atreak llhich renders a mean1ng tha.t 1s in op,POsi tion ta what Plato 

bas actually wr1 tten. In other varda, when Plato If ••• argues that philoèo­

phers sbould be Kings [~ . actuaJ.ly meBll~ tbat philosop~ should not be 
1 . 

Kings." This me"Sns that "unle88 one reads the Republ1c as a drama, one, 

does not see that 1 t bas a reversaJ. and a discoverY, that thStre is a peri-
2 . 

petr." Therefore, 1t ls argued tha.t the Repub11c suggests that the beUe! 
, ~ , 

in soc1al justice 1s laughable and sui table for the comic stage. 3 Plata .. 
( 

W&8 not interested in ~lding a KalllpOlis, but he was rather attempting to 

demonstrate that the philosopher ia not naturally a poU tical· ruler. The 

Kallipolls cannat be an ide&! model, because 1 t shàK8 how mistaken ls the 
p • 

, . 
search for a pariect- commun! ty 1n Khich the philosopher aottempts ta satisfy 

, 
himself through serv1ng the pubUc good. "Appa;rently, by showing the 

,/ 

./ 

\auperiority of the private life of contemplatioD, a:nd emphasiz1ng that the 
\ -. ' 
~h1losopher must be compelled to rule,' the Republlc a.ctuaJ.ly defenda the ,. . 

, . , 

p.~loI!lOPhers from tht? claims of ,the poli s. Contrary to the usuaJ. view, . 
\ , 

1 Allan Bloom, "Reaponae to Hall," 
.. 

Poli tic&! Theog, vol. V, August 
1977, p. 320. 

2:rbid., p. 323. 

3see Arlene' Il. Saxonhouse, "Comedy in CaJ.llpOl1sl Animal lmagery 1n 
the Republ1c," The American PollUe&! Sc1enee Review, vol. 72, Septembér 
1978. Bloom, "Responae te Hall," p. 325. 
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Plato repud1atea the Kall1polls because he prefera happlneas' ta' dut y • ,, 1 ' 

It ia thus cla1med by Professor Bloom th&t, "poUtical ldealism is the lDOat ' 
" " 

deatrUctive of human passions," and that "the Republ1c serves ta moderate' 

the ,exu:e,-e passion for poli tical justlce by showing the lim1 ts of what can . 
he ,demanded and expected. of the (,i ty." while at the same time "... i t ls the 

greatest critique of pol1tical idea11am ever mtten.,,2 It la in the Lawa, , , -
that we must look for Plata'a polltical thought, sinCè the Re.publlc ls a 

l' 

clty of speech and not of deed.J ,-

, To mainta.:1n their lnterprètation. Strauss and Bloom '<lism1ss tradi tional 

accounts of the Republ1c ~ch argue that there 1a l!2 confUct between poli tics 
l' 

8lld phiiosOphy. This claim 1s based on the bel1ef that the excellence of the 

philosopher-Rul.er ls the precise excellence that randers h1m f1 t ta rule 

4 
Plato '8 Kall1polis. ,However, strauss and Bloom disca.:rd such interpfftations 

on the account of a certain passage (5190-,52Od) in the Republlc where there 

18 a rel'uctance by the phUosopher-Ruler ta govern. They claim tha.~ the 
o ' 1 

philosophers are forced ta return ta the Cave and rule. 
o 

.But 1 t 1s also clear thB.t the philosophers do not want to be rulers 
and that they must be compelled. Compulsion ls necessary since rhe­
toric coul.d not deceive philosophers.... In the investigation of the 
philofiK)ph1c nature lt bas by accident, as 1t were, emerged t~t philo-
80pbers want nothing from the clty and that their contemplatlve act1~ 
vit y 1a perfectly engrossing, leaving nelther time nor interest for 

'1 

~e Hall, ~The PhilOaopher and the Cave," Greece and Rome, vol. 25. 

" 

• 1 ,'" 

o 

October 1978. p. 169. / l, 

2:slo~m, "Int~t1ve Essay," p. 410. 

3.teo Strauas, The t and the Action of Plata' s Laws (Chicagos 
The Universit7 of Chicago Presa. 1975 • p. 1. "The pol1tical result of the 
inqu1ry of the Republic la reve&led ln the Lawa, Plata' s discussion of an 
actuaJ.1zable res1M." Blooll, "Re.panse to Hall," p. 327. 

4 ' See J. c. Davie., "The Ph1lo80pher and. the Cave," Greece and Rome. 
vol. 24, April lm. pp. 2)-28. HaJ.l, "The Philosopher and the cave,·' -pp • 
169-113. .' 
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, rullng. So, if philoSophera are to rule t 1 t must be the cl ty that 
forces them to do so; and 1 t ls the philosophera' lnterest to keep 

# the knowledge of the!;" kingly skills t'rom the people.1 

Yet, a close study of the passage in question (.519c-,52Od) reve&l.s ln , , 

fact, that Plato ln us1ng the not1on of' compul~on (anagkazo) ts ndt actually 

forclng tne philosophèr to do anyth1ng unna.t~. Ra.ther, the compulsion ls 

necessary because lt ls the dut y of the philosopher to help thqS8 less for ... 

tuna~e thàn himself" The philosopher-Ruler is an Integral part of a. commun1 ty , . 
which ls, aft-er all, based on a functionaJ. distribution of work. As Plato 

~mself points outl .. 

'The object of our le.gislat1on.· l nm1nded h1m~, 'ls not the 
special welf83:e of any put1cular class in our soclety, but of the­
society as a who le ; and i t uses persuasion or compulsion te uni te 
all c1 tlzens and. malte them sha.'re together the benefi ts which each 
ind1 viduaJ.ly can confer on the communi ty; and 1 ts purpose in foste~ Il 

ring this attitude ls not to leave everyone to please himself, but 
te malee each 'man a l1nIe ln the unitr of the whol~' (519&-520a.) .2, 

In other woX.'ds, the Replibl1c does not expose the 11m1 ts of polltlca.l power 

by showing that the philosopher' s life of' rule ln the Kalllpolls ls in oPPO­

sitlon to his self-rea.lizatlon. Plato's theor,y of education insta.lled an 

~ excellence ln the ptU:losopher-Rulers that ls, in turn, not divorced t'rom the 

rast of the organic comm~ \,.. If the philosophers res1st the call to rule, 

, they act contrary to the laws of the polis. In this sense~ the lives of the 

philosophers will be burdened and incom~lete lf they do not exerclse poli tlcal 

authorl ty. J 

~loom, '~ln.terPret:.1 va Essay," p. 407. 

~ee, trans., pp.' 323-4. 

l.The Phi~osoph~ Ruler ls the central thae of the Republic; 1 t is the 
aim of 1 ts whole educat1on~l curr:tculum to produce him.... They represent the 
h1ghest talent, are given the highest tra.1n1ng and are put at the disposaJ. of 
the state. They do not serve the stata because they want to, they are philoso­
phers who have seen the' supreme vision and would prefer to spend their time in 

'ph1losophy. But they have a dut)" to their fellow-men, and that they discharge 
by doing the work of government for wh1ch their training bas fitted them; they 
are a ded1cated minority rullng in the lnterests of &11." Ibld., p. 48. 
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strauss and Bloom also argue that Plato' s suggestion that women, can 

'rule equally wi th men was meant ta be ludicrous. , The advocacy of s~xuaJ. 

equali ty 1s dism1ssed as merely an attempt by Plato to demonstrate that 
1 • 

, 1 
Socrates in "h1s contest" with Ar.1stophanes produces lia comedy which is 

v.) , • 

more fantastic, more 1nnovati va, more comic, and more profound than any work 

2'\ of Aristappanes~" In ,fact, acco:r:d1ng to Bloom/ .... book V is preposteroua, 

and Socrates expÈtcts ta he rid.iCuled, .. 3 In other word~, Bloom cla1ms that 

Book V was meant ta be a
o 
paraJJ.el satire <?n sexual equallty to Aristophanes' 

Ecclesiazusae. Thus the proposals forwarded. in Book V are a great travesty 
4 . 

. and ought DOt ta be taken at face value. on the other band, lt seems 

more plausible that Plato was in fact respollding to the saUrie allagations 

of Aristophanes. As James Adam bas poin~ed out: 

In the fifth book of the Republ1c Plato touches with serious purpose 
. on neuly aJ.l the proposals which Aristophanes had tried to malte 

rid1culous, saaUme .. ex:presa1Dg' biuel1' as U' he ure, the selt­
nom1na.ted champion of the ide&! so l1centiously burlesqu~ upon the 
stage, and even appears to carry the wa;r into the enemy' s camp by a 
vigorous onslaught 'upon the principles ând practice of Athenian 
comedy' (452c). 5 

Clearly, the RepubUè is an extremely ~cal work in the manner in 

wh1ch 1 t proposes fundamental changes in the everyday life o~ the ci(izens, 

of the polis. "In h111 formulation of the lde~_state, Plato is prepared ta 
. -------- 6 

question and challenge the ~~~ contemporary con1entions." 

laloom, "Int~rpretive Essay," p. 380. 

~b1d., p. 381. 

3:!bid., p •. )80. 

4Bloom, "Response to Hall," p. 325. 

5Adam, The Republ1c o'f Plato, p. 355, i ~os added. See also Hall, 
"'Limits of Pol1tics," p. 296; Susan Moller Okin, Women in Western PollticaJ. 
Thought (Princeton, N. J.: Princeton U. ~., 1979). p. j43. 

6 
Okin, p. 29. 
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Unfortunatèly, however, in the bands of Professor Bloom the Republic 1088s 

its bite as a grea.t pol1tical work with its Herculean scheme radically ta -
re~nstruct the ex1sting society. In denying Plata' s call for sexuaJ. equa.­

l1ty i~ the government· of the Kalllpolls, Bloom la dolng a ~at il1-justice . 
ta one of the IIIOst lmportant and radical pro po si tions in the histary of 

Western poli tic&! theory. Plate • s description of the highly· t:ra.1ned and 

educated rul1ng class in the Republic ls the Il only place ~n poli tical philo-
1 . 

sophy,where women are aJ.ready included on the sa.me terms as men." As he 

decla.red in the Republ1c (45!e)a .. E.~ T ~'Z5· ~ù\j~t5~v' €:nL 'L~&~ Xfr)~-
f\ '-, ,r- l '\'" r ("" 1 1 1 2 

~t'o( \o(o(L "tOl5 OLv'0Fol..6L, "!olUrot.l<~l 01 Oo..Kt.E..ov cl.V~Cl..S.1t When Plate 

abolishes private pro pert y and the family, he l1berates women t'rom the 

traditional functiona of the houaehold; exeept for the physiologie&! ones 

of pre61lancy and. lactation. Women are thus free ta pursue thé same functions 

once assigned solely to men. 

Plato' s bold suggestion that perha.ps there ia no difference between 
the sexes apart from their roles in procreation la possible only 
because the requirement of UIl;1ty within the rullng class, and the 
consequent.abolition of private'pr:'Operly and the fa.m.1ly, en.ta:ll-the 
abolition of wifehood. and. the m1nimizatlon of the rOle of IIIOtherhood.J 

, 
Moreover, we must take inte account the follonng ve~ crucial passage 

\ 
(4.52d-e) where Plata claims that only fool1sh m1nded. people will view hi1h 

proposals as rid1culous; while, on the other band, he who' "maltes goodness 
1 4 . 

the object of his adm1ra.t1on" will not laugh. ~looDi, however, who finds 

1:rbid., p. 274. 

2.. Then , if women are te have the same duties as men, they must have 
the same nurture and education? -- ~e8." (J~wett's tzoanslation). 

J OIdn, p. 40. 
4 . 
Lee, trans., p. 230. 
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the Whole situation "a. total innovation" 1 and lud1crous, has a good. la.ugh. 
• < 

But not aJ.l have seen the Republio' lB comio veln. Professor Okin has writtenl 

"Book V, then ls not a comedy. but Bloom' s commentary on 1 t seems to be, and 

s~orates ha.s the ~ast laugh ... 2 
If" 

( 

Ve should flnal.ly conadder t1lO paesape of the- Republlc (,S4Od. ,541b, 

592a-b) which, at first slght, seem to lndicate that the Kallipolls ms ~ 

meant as a praotlcal posslb1.l1tyo It ls my bellef, however, tha,t an attentlve 

st\1dy of the passages "in questlon 1IOuld reaffirm the practioablll ty of Plato· s 
\ 

ideaJ. state. 

At th~ end. of Book Seven, Soorates ooncludes the selection and curri­

oulum of the Kalll:pol1s' ph1losopher-Rulers with the reminder tha,t. seme of 

them might be women (,541c) 0 Cont1n~ng, he repeats the olaim he previously 

made at 499b-d. and 5020, that his scheme ls "not lmpossible tho~h adm1ttedly 

d1f:f1cult (S4Od) ," And Ilhan GlaUDOn quizze. hi,. -ho ... these male and rte 
philosopher-Rulers can put the Kalllpolis in order, Soorates says the 

following (,540e-;lHa): 

They must send out lnto the oountry au cit1zens who are above ten 
years old 1 take over the ohildren 1 away from the present hab1 ts and 
ma:mers of their parents, and bring them up in their own way under 
the institutions we have desoribed. Would not tha,t be the quickest 
and easiest way in whioh our poll t1' could be established., so as to 
prosper and be a· blesa1ng. to an,. na.tion in' whd.ch ~t. might arise?J 

To ttts, Glauoon's answer ls affirmative. In this case, it is the appa.rent 
~ ..., 1 

rustloatlon (~l~ ~\,)5 olHWS) of anyone over ten years that has raised 
, 

e1'ebrows. Pro:tessor Guthrie's negative answer to his om question, captures 

the disbelief scholars baye expressed in regard to th.e feas! bill ty of the 

~loom, '"Interpret!ve Essay," p. 380. See alao Blopm, "Response to 
Hall," pp. 324., 32'7. 

2 Oldn. p. 308. 

3co;nford, , trans., pp. 256-,70 
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Pla'torrl"c Kallipol1s. "Can aJ.l this really, as many think, have been intended. 

as practicàJ. poli tics?" 1 However, the meaning of this passage is not as 

ter.r1.ble as i t appears. 'While this would be "the quickest and ~as1est watt 

that the i~eal ~ can be established, because the philosopher-Rulers will 

apparently have a clean slate, or canvas (501a) te work wi th, Plate was the 

1'1rst te rea.llze the eventuaJ. difficulty in the implementation of this sugge­

stion. For ibis reason, he ha.s a.rgued. more consistently (Rellubllc 473c, 499b, 

..501e; Epistle VII 326b) that the Kalll]?Olis will be possible only "if philo .. 

?phers become rul~, or rulers philosophers." In other 'MOrds, Plato 

/' believed that the training of a young Idng would he the most practicaJ. Ry to 
/,.r" ~ 

/ 

reallze h1s plans. Thus his attempt to transform Dionysus the Younger into a ' 

ph1l980phe~Ruler. Undoubtedly, Plata would had prefered the opportunity to 

tra1n young uncorrupted mind.s. But even he realized that th1s' was too much 

to ask from the reet of the population wh1ch was, after all, mostly ignorant 

of the sublety of his theory. Not that Pla.to wished to physicaJ.ly separate 

the parents ±'rom their children, wAen ,he says that the eIders ha.ve to he sent 

out into the fields. This i8· clearly absurd, and. Plato would ha.ve been 

amused if 1t were read thie way. Rather, he wants to minimize the influence 

~ised by parents and society in the development of these young intellects. 

He hopes that the old manners and customs would pl8:Y as li ttle a part as 
, 

possible in the education of the children. Simply, aJ.l he a.sks is tbat the 

whole èducat10n of children is to he left,at the bands of experts without 

parental influence. Moreover, he wants' to .. stablish the opportunity for 

everyone ta havQ a sound and eqU&l education -- rich as well as poor. This, 

lcuthrie, A H1story of Greek Ph110SOPh~ p. 457. S~e L~ strauss, 
The City and Kan (Chicago, Rand McNaJ.ly, 19 ) t pp. 126-27; Bloom, "Inter-
preUve Essay," p. 409. . , 
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of course t was not the case in Plato f s time. 

Although desiring that alol children of free ci tizens should be educated., 
the Athenians left the provision of schools to plo1vate enterpriae ••• 
The tact that fees were paid to, the masters of the schools made education 
a luxurY more éa.silyafforded by the well-to-do 1 but the average Athenian 
parent wa.s sa convinced of 1 ts value tha.t most boys passed. through the 
prima.ry stage~ Nevertheless we remember the comment of Plato in the 
Protagoras that 'these who have the means are rich; the1r children beg1n 
educat10n soonest and leave off latest ' .l 

From this :polnt of view t then t the rusticatlon of the elders appears to be an 

indirect condemnation of Athenian educat1o~ poJ.1cj,eal -- ul t1mately t 1 t 18 

the lnsti tutlon that Plata wanta to banish from the polis and not the usera 

~f lt. 

Besides the above passage (,54od-541b), the other pl84e 1n the Republlc 

whare the pra.cticabillty of the Kalllpolls seelll8 to be den1.ed: ocours at the 

end. of Book N1ne~ Here Socrates ca.rr1es the following conversation' with 

G1aucon: 

l understand, said Glauconz yeu mean th1s commonwealth we have been 
founding in the realm of discourse; for l think 1t nowhere exists 
on earth. 
No, l repl1ed; but perhaps there ls a,. pattern set up in the heavens 
(o\>ra.\)w] for one who desires to see lt.and, seeing it, to found 
one ln himself. But whether 1 t exists anywhere or even will exist 
1s no matter; for this ls the only commonwealth in whose pollties he 
can ever take part (S92a-b).2 

This 1s a most d1fflcult and. "pre~t .. J passage to interpret. Plato appa­

rently expounds :two contradictory positions ln the same breath. On the one 

haDi. Plato appea.rs to be saying that "the'good c1ty K&ll1polls exists ooly 
, . 

4 in speech and. ls a pattern in the sky for those who want to J.1ve wel!." 

Now, (unlike 470e t 4990, ..5020), Plato seeu ta question the prospects of 

~. B. CasUe, Ancüent Education and Today (Ha.rmondsworthl penguin 
Books, 1961), p. 44. 

2 -Cornford, trans., pp. 312-13. 

3Jame8 Adam, p. 370. /. 
4Bl~om, "Interpret1ve Essay," p. 426, Voegel1n, Order and H1stor;y, 

vol. III, p. 92. è-
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real1z1ng the KaJ.l1rlis upon earth. Perhaps, his failures 1n Syracuse 

put doubts in his mind. On the other hand, however, what are we go1ng to 

malte of the statement at the end of the passage? 'l'For this 1s the only 
\, , 

commonwealth ln whose poliUcs he can ever take part: c:a.. Dar za..\.n:1.15 

r~.\}V\~5 â." llï~5tléJ ~~~$ b~ o0hertti!>(592b)." l think that as saon 
Jt 

as these doubts entered his m1nd, Plata cast them away. AccoJ:d1ng ta 

Professor David Grene, even this sllght besitat10n in Plato' s minci bas a 

fundamental part ta play 1n the construct1on of the Republ1c. Indeed, 
/<, 

Grene' 8 excellent analysi.s ls worth quoting in length. 

Anyone who read.s the Republlc lntelllgently will see how olearly 
1 ta out+ine reveaJ.s Plata' s predicament 1n poU t1cs. The book has 
three phases in 1. ts strl.ctly poli ticaJ. parts. In the f!rst the 
model state i8 desc:d.bed. w1 th the clarl ty and certainty that belongs 
to Plata's vision of what should be. The second ls separated !rom 
the first by the decisive questlon: ,Can 1t be made to work? And 
Plata' s answer lsl' It cao. He vehemently assens the truth and 
sign1fioance of the DiOdel even 1f i t should never be bom amang men. 
but that there must be a poss1b1li ty of such reaJ.izat1on ls essential 
to him 1f not to the txuth of what he assens. Because if there ls 
no possib111ty of 1t, his one function,' that of an a.rtist in the lives 
of men and women, is negat1ved..... The whole pol1t1cal story of Plata 
1s here; the plcture of the model state, of the trained ruler, the 
,ialtering hesitat10n as how to brlng not one but ho dreams together 
~1rstJ the theoretical trainlng of a philosopher-Ruler, anq' second, 
the implementatlon of such eduoat1on in practical poli ticsj, the 
desperat10n at the thought that fa.1lure can be construed as precluding 
the possib1llty of success ••• 1 

The chance of fa.1.1~, therefore, torments Plato. He never doubted for a 

moment the possibi11ty that his plans might perhaps fail. But he never 

, shyed. away !rom putting his theory 1nto pract1ce. 2 The Kal11pol1s, set up 

as a. paradigm in heaven, may seem to be out of human grasp. HOlfever, the 

~avid Grene, Greek Poli t1cal Theo 1 e of Man in Thuo 1des 
and Plato (Chicago: Phoenix Books, 19 5 , p. 1 

~lato seems ta be tormented wi th the same doubts 1n the seventh' 
Latter (J28b-o). He says that he was very reluctant at t1rst to go te 
Syracuse and cotUlsel Dlonysus II. But the thought that he might be viewed as . 
a bu11der of theories hastened his departure. Sea G. M. A. Grube, Plata' s 
Thought (Boston: Beacon Press, 19.58), pp. 260-62. 
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results in the aQded effort tha.t,makes the Kall1;polis possible on earth. 
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The Nature of the Pl:~toJÜ.e D1aJ..eet1e aml 1 ts Three Stages of 
Development 

, DlaJ.eetic and dialogue overlap, and 1ndeed. they are partly the same. 
o It would be handy ta th1.nk of dialectie simply as the method used. by 

diaJ.ogue, but of course i t cannot be as easy as that; dialectie 18 
such a massively protean thing tha.t 1t ean scareely· be redueed to any 
one def1n1 t1.on, 8lld certainly Plato, in many passages in whieh he 
speaks of it, makes no attempt at such a reduct1on. At certain po1.n1;s 
he treats i t rather l1ghtly, as a ldnd of game; but elsewhere he 
accords i t an almost religlous respect. '1 

-- George Kimball Plochmann 

Plate (427-:347 B. C.) began w:r1t1ng philosophy ln the fom of dramatic 

dialogues sometime bef'ore his th1rt1eth blrthda.y (or soon after the trial and 

execut10n of Socrates in 399 B. C.), and 1t wu only with his deatb, some 

flfty years later, that this remarka.ble output finally ended. Durl.ng this 

t1me, Plato's thought was continuously evolving. His 1deas were modified 

and refined to deal with d.1fferent problems and. concerna 1n his philosophl.cal 

development. 'This evolut1on. or maturity, can be discerned ln the chronolo­

gieal sequence of the dialogues. In this respect, the following ls a pro­

bable order of the Platonlc dialogues (be1ng gene:r:aJ.ly grouped lnte 'three 

major stagesh 
2 

Early: ApolO~f Cri to, taches, Lyais, Cha.rm1des, Euthyphro, H1Pldas Mlnor 
and (7 Major, Protagoras, Gorgias, Ion -

c 

'~loChmann, pp. 10,5-6: 

2Adopted fram Guthrie, A Hlstory of Greek Ph11osophy, p. 50. 
, < 
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Middle: ~,Phaedo, Republic, Symposium, Pha.edrus, Euthydemus, Menexenus, 
Cratylus 

Late 1 Parmen1des, Theaetetus, Sophist, Poli t1cua; T1ma.eus, Cr1 tias, Phile bus, 
Lavs. l 

. In the early (Socratic) period, the dialogues deal.ld. th problemli of 

inqu1ry. Socrates by prof'essing person&l ignorance, and ~he need f'or cri tical 

self-exam1nation, goes about trying ta discovè1;" the def1n1t1on of some general 

-notions, 11ke p1ety (Euthyphro), courage (Laches), f'riend:ship (Ly81s), or 

temperance (Cha.1:m1des). Usually most of' the early diaJ.ogues end inconclûsi-

vely, becauae of Socrates' ins1:stence on "not ~olfingl' anything. 

Again, discussions of 1mmortaJ.~ ty (Phaedo) f justice (Republ1e ~, love 
~ . 

and beauty (SymFOsium), true rhetoric (Phaedrus) express Plato's' spèeulat1ve . 
. , 

or theoret1eaJ. dialogues (middle per1od). Here, hovever; 'a sy!:ltemaUc theorY 

is envisaged, wMlch attempts to demonstrate the affect! ve rèsul ts ,o.f' a. care_
r 

fully planned philosophie&! inqu:1.ry. Thus a Good or Ideal soe~ety cu be 

, re&li~~ when the polis 1s cU.v1dled. into three f'unctional classes of Rulers, 

GuaJ:."d1ans (Protectors), and Producers, each ,perf'orming their assigned functions 

ld. thout JIledd.?-ing in the a.f'fairs of the other two -- such an ~ement wil+ 
. 

d1v1de properly the national weaJ. th Cl'ea.ting a climate of true genera.l welfare 

tbat w1l+ end class confl1ct once and. for all (Repub11c). 

To the later period 1;>elong the dia.logues of cri tic:1sm and appraisal. 

For example, 1n the. Parmen1des, the Theory of Ideas or Forma of the youthful 

Socrates 1s cr1 ticlsed by being tested against new facts and subjected to a 

~he correct chronology of Plato' s dialogues bas been a major concern 
for Plata· s commentatora. Many ela.1m th8.t the1r order 1s the correct one, and 
oonsequently they shape their arguments around this order. See Sir David Ross, 
Plata' s Theon of Ideas (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1951), p. 2. for a number 
of d1:f'ferent chronologicaJ. orders. Concern1ng vhich are orig1nal and which 
are spur1o~ of Plato's dialogues, see Taylor, ~, pp. 521-55,' and Paul 
Shorey, What Plata Said (Chicago: University of' Chicago Press, 1933), pp. 
41.5-44_ 
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number of cri tical notices ra.1séd.':f:rom different perspec"t:1yes,_ Also, in tne 

b!!!!, the i~ea.s of the, Republ1c are amended and restated. ln a. lE!ss radical 

fom, thus bringing t'orward Plato' s flnal beliefs 'concern:1ng the'" ~~ual 

gO,verning of the pol:1 s. c 

'1 

The ?latOnic d.1a1eotie has a sim1la.r evolut:1onary pattern. 
, . . Plato had 

- .' something to say' about this concept of d.1.alectlc all through the diaJ.ogues~ 

However, Hs meaning is not constant fram dialogue to dialogue. lt wa.s . , 

cultlva.ted by Plato to ,deaJ. with a number of different questions ~ha.t he 

'had. to face during Ms l1fetime. As such, three stages of the PlatolÙ.e, 

, cl1alec~c cm be di stj.ngui shed , 1 The :diaJ.ogues bËtfore the Republl0 fora 

Plato' s early diaJ.ect:1c, or tl;le Soeratié elenchus. The Republic presents 

"tJ:te middle period (Books VI-VU). Finally, Plato' s later dialect.l0 oeeurs 

in the dialogues after the Republle. and especlal1y ln, 'the logical and. 

eplstemolQgieal' tetraJ.ogy wh1ch inclüdes the The~tetus-Pa.rmenide8-S0I?h±st-
• 1 

'Poli ticus. For o.ur purposes' in this study, the early and. middle stage's ot 

the dialectie 'will be' analyzed. However, before we exam1n~ these first 

. two stages, let us take a· look at previous dialeetical rea.aonlng_, 

Socrates' Predecessors' . 

, , 

The 'term dialectio which ls derlved. f'rom the Greek expresldon ~t4~E.KtL,,~ 
, 

-C'é.'f.-"V\ llterally means the a.1't of conversation. In lta development, how-

ever, 1. t became something a lot more sophist1cated than just simple conve~ .. 
. sation. , 

Ana:x1mander of Mlletua was thEt tiret ta expnund simple dlaJ.ectlcal 
\ 

reason1.Ifg. Ana.x1man.d.er, l1ke Thales, had & 'mon1'st and mater1aJ.ist vielot of' 
; 

~ee RiehaJ:d Robinson, Plato' s Earller D1aJ.ect1c- (2nd ed. J OXford: 
The Clarendon ~S8, 1953) J p. V. 
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, the universe. \ut. unllka T'nAie~ who beUe_ that _ter .... the u1t1m&te 

ca.uSe, 'Ana.x:1mand.\r did not single out one objecte ~a.ther, his vi'éw was 
, 1 )1 \ • •• ~ 
that ~O GtT1Etro~, (the inf'1nite) const1tuted the primary element (a.f)<~). 

Change vas an occurence of confiict between objects •. This rather simple 
\ . 

rdialectiCaJ. process of oonfllct was seen by Anaximander as the ultimate 

1 ca.~J which by bring1ng change would aJ.so make 'up' the aFJ~. T~ ~nHiov 
s.\~ce it wa.s an elemen\ ldth no bOunda.r1es, unlike water (Thales) or air, 

, (Ana.x1menes), wo'uld have\ made changes and progre~s on huma.n 11fe more flexible 

and realist1c. Such an iÎ\determ:1nate viell of ... 11fe apparent1y frees the 

hl,UllBD mind ta sea.rch for a number of answers from a single premise; W1th 

Ana~d mander thex:e ls no rig1: ty of tho ught , the progress of the cosmos ls 

formuJ.ated .. ln abstra.ct terme. Moreover t .... Ana.x1mandel:',. using this diaJ.ectica.l 
\ 

metOOd. of confllct, vas the f1~t philosopher to make "some attempt at least 

to anSlle;r the q\lestion .he!! the world developed out of this pr1mary element." 1 
\ , 

A more sophisticated method\of dialectic, than that of Anwmander's, 

W&IJ' developed by Zeno of E1ea. who wa.s recognized by Aristotle as the inventer 

,of the dialeetic. 2 Arlstotle perhaps had Zeno t s- famous paradoxes in mind , 

sinee they are excellent examples of dlalect1c. 
1 

Hls paradoxes were an attempt 

to demonstrate that the plura.l1sm of the Pythagoreans ls lnvolved. in lnsoluble 

dlfflculties, and. that change and. motion âre impossible, thus conf1rm1ng.?the 

Eleatic c1al. th&t change and motion are merely ~ illusion. 
l . 

Zeno used the diaJ.ect1c to refute thei»- hypotheses, thereby defeating 
. 

the arguments of his opponents. He was able te do that by f1nêUi1g unacceptable 

~erick Copleston, A History of PhilosophY,vo1. I, part l (New 
York:; Image Boo~ 1962), p. 42. " 

) .. 

2n+ogenes Laert1us L1ves 8, 57. 
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deductions in tbese hypothe ...... Therefore. it is 'not PO.s1~ll.\ 
·can !lever overtake the tortoise. Cle8.1'.'ly the hypoihesis th8.t leads to this 

conclus10n 1s wrong. H~ red.uees the hY}X)thes1s of his àdversary to absur-. , 

di ty. Zeno' s mathod relies on the law of' formal. log1c knOlm as modus tollens 

(1f Â 1mpl1es 'B, and B 1s false, then Â ia false). Furthermore, Zeno used 

the dialectic in an effort to cla:r1fy. eertain philosophical problems and 

should be viewed as a serious ~ttempt at philosophieaJ. investigation. 

In contrast to Zeno' s diaJ.ectic stood the Soph1sts. Protagoras 

claimed that ha was able to '"make the wonse argument appe8.1'.' the better." 
" , 

However. this type of negati. ve dialectic had. nei ther phil:'Osophical nor 

logical basis. but was rather a clever rhetorical. exere1se for monetary 

gains. Plato would name tb;1,s fom of d1aleet1e as er1stfe (Sophist 2J1e) 
." J] 

~ ~ 

from the, Greek word for str1.fe (E.f'.s). In the Euth~emus (271d-272a) he 

cr1 t1èizes the ablli ty of Euthydemus and Dionysodorus to overthrow wi th 
o 

delt'berate use of inval1d a;rgumentation and sophistieal tricks t anything 

tha.t may be said i whether true or false. However t 1n the la.ter dialogue 

!ohe Sophist (22.5&) he def1nes erlstic as skilled. dispute for the ;sake of 

victory and thus is milder in criticism than he was in the Euthydemus. 
~ - , 

Also 1 in the Meno (7 5c-d) Pla.to col'rtrasts dialeetie to erist1c. The dia.-- . 
lectieians are gentle and. fri.end.ly t and the y try to tell the l.ruth. 

The Socrat1c Dlalectie 

In direot opposi.tion to the Sophiste stands Socrates. Instead of 

arguing for profesSlonal reasons t 1. he proclalmed to be only seeking the 

truth. Socra.tes' type of dialectic wa.s entitled. elenchus. 

~he 'profess1onaJ.1sm of: the, Sophists 1s vi vid1y depicted by Pla. to 
in -the Republi.c. See the rude conduct of Thrasymachus in Book l, JJ6b. . , 

\ --

" " 
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, The outsta.nd1ng method in Plato' s ear11er ,d1alogues 1 s the Socrat1c 
elenchus. "Elenchus" in the 1dder sense' means exam1ning a persan 
with <regard to a statement he has made, by putting to him "questions 
call1ng for further e:ta,tements, in the hope that they will determine 
the' mean1ng and the truth-value of his firet statement. Most often 
the truth-value expecteçl is falsehood; and 50 "elenchus" in the na.­
rrower" sense 1s a form. of cross-exam1nation' or 'refutat1on. 1 

o 

Thus the Socra.tic elanchus wa.s a process of cross-examinat1on, in 

which Socrates, by constantly p;rofess1ng his famous Socratic 1rony, ,atte~pted 
\ 

to malte his opponent draw contradictory concluSions !rom his original thesis. 

The Socra.tlc dialectic (Socratioc irony) wa.s a: questlon and answer method of 

teaching an~ lea.rn1Ïlgl reallzat10n of ignorance was for Socrates the" first 

step ta Imowledge. He soUght to expose ,ignorance aad thus elim1nate errer , 

by testing a.11 hYPotheses fro'm their st&rÙng point, This would ,be poss1bl~ 
.. ,., \ 

by constantly stress1ng the need, for self-examinat±.onl "the unexam1ned life 

is not worth living;" GAPology 37e) "know thyself ," ,Th"erefore, the Socratiè 
~ 

elenohus ls a met~ 9f th1nk1ng, and language" is its ins;trument. 

Professor Robinson, however, olaims that the "picture we have so far 
~ " ' " 

" 2 
obta.:1ned. of the Socra.t1c elenchus is by rio means à favorable one." He . " 

belleves tha.t the elenchus involved persisten"'t hypocr1~1. lt caused. pain to 

victims and made enames. And from a,n',h1s.to+icaJ.; point of v18W, Socrates' 

eristic behaviour expla.1ns bis trial and condamnation. Indeed, the Socratic 

elenchus ls ve.., much erlstic in cha.ra.cter. But Plata' s mission appears to 

he of nobler purplses than that of the Sophists. He wa.s not .meraly interested 

in mak1ng an inferior argument appear the better, but, rather, he was attemp-

ting to formulate an ideal ci ty ... state. Appa.rently, bafora he proceed.ed to 

c;iescriba the Ka.llipoUS;-Plato thought that lt was necessary to demol1ah 

laobinson, Plato's Earl1er Dialectic, p. 7. See also Ernst Cassirer, 
An Essay on Man (New Yorkz Bantam Books, 1970), pp". 6-14, concèrning the 
Socratic dialactic (elenchus), or the Socrat1c irony. . ' 

'Robinson, p. 19. 
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aU infmor 1deas. This important task was 1eft ta the Soaratic elenchus 
, 1 

wi th 1 ts eristic nature. The destructive spirl t of the early dialogues 
. 2 ' 
and in Book l of the Republic (or, Thrasymachus) was an essential step.' It 

paved the road. for the diaJ.ectical reconstruction" of society. Its aim wa.s 

purely' catha.rtic. Beiore he cQuld bu1ld. Plaw. had to. destroy. For example, . 
in the Protagoras we have the encounter be~ween Soar.ates and the famous 

Sophist after whom the d.1aJ.os.ue is named. Here Socrates "behaves rather 

badJ.y; but 1 t ls to be expected, since Protagoras by professing to be a 
( 1 

Sophist (317b) ls his intellectuaJ. enemy. He pretends to be forgetful (even . . 
tbough he has an excellent memory) with Protagoras' wind1ness (3:34c-33.5c). 

but :in the same breath he maltes the longe st speech of the dialogue (352e-

358a). Protagoras' entrance in the conversation 1s pictured. as magisterial 

and bombastic, as he 1s eagerly seeIdng the attention of his awed" disc1ples 

(:317e-319a). Furttiermore, 1n the middle of their debate, Socxates abruptly 
, '-

1s prepa.red. to leave and. put an end to the discussion. In short, as Gregory 

V1astos put 1t, Socrates' ~h8z!clJ ing of Protagoras is merc11esa, 1f not 

cruel.,,3 Clea.-rly, the destructive spirit of the Protagoras 1~ self-evident. 

The ldeas of the Sophist Protagoras (or, that of any other enemy) had. to be 

totally destroyed. ttlt la as lf Plato wished eXpIleasly to emphasize that 

the goal of dial.ectlc in the ea:rly d.1aJ.ogues 1a not the aea.rch for truth 

1w e should note that the Socratic elenchus in the m1d.dle and later 
dialogues loses lts 1rony and destructive bent, wh11e being incorporated 
into thè dialectlc. 

2,'Book l of our Republic ••• seems to be the torsa of what, if f1ni­
shed, woul~ have been the Tbrasymachus, an eristic dialogue of the same genre 
as the Promra.s and Gorgias." Gilbert Ryle. Plate' s Prog;r:ess (cambridge. 
C. U. P., 19 ), p. 193. 

~regory Vlastos, ' ad., Pla to' s Protagoras (Indianapolisi The Li brary 
of Liberal Arts, 1956), p. xxiv. 

, 1 
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but the annihilation of the' enemy ... 1 
• 

Aga.in, in the Ion, Socxates demonstrates that poets and ~pso~sts 

are merely "1nterpr8t~s of interpreters (.53.58). fi In fact, poetry is not 

an art but an inspiration. Poets do not ImOll what 1s Ideal, and thus cannet be­

come the: educators of the youth. Simila:rly, in the' Republlc (.59.5a.-608b), 

the poets are excluded. fram the Kallipolls, because poetry is only an 

imitation of' life (mimesis). Poetry is merely a representat10n of a likeness 
.Y 

of' reall ty. Moreover, poetry tells us nothing about lif'e f or how we are ta 

readl\', the Ides. of the Good, and for this reason i t h&s absolutely no value 

in the Kalllpolls. Hencef'orth,:t'rom tts example lie Carl. 'See that the 

Socratic dialogue (Ion) ident1f'led tht\eakness of poetiçai education, while 

~he Republlc in ta.k1ng the next loglcal step excl'Uded. mimesis ~m the 

educational program of the KaJ.l1polis. "Thus elenchus changes 1nto, dialectic, 

the negative into the positive, pedagogy into d1scovery, moraJ.1ty inte 
2 . , ' 

sclence." An intellectual path 1s clea:red fram the jungle of' a,:J 0 r- La.. 

(lallessness or ana.rchy)J that gripped Athens; being the f'ault of' demooracy, 
: 

wh1ch llke a bazaar (1Ta.."'t01t~~lO.J Rep. 5.57d), catered to all wants, thus 

promoting "social d1sunity,,,4 the mortaJ. enemy of ex1.sting Greek society. 

And, of course, Plate did not suffer !rom anorexia. The Kalllpol1s was his 

answer and remedy, while d1~ectic / the vehicle of the therapy. 

\e~ Shestov-,- Potestas Olavium; tranSI be Bern8.1:d Martin (Chicagot 
Ga.teway Edition, 1970), p. 117. 

2aobinson, natols Earl1er Dialectic, p. 19. 

Jaepubl1c 496d, 515& 
4. Gouldner, p. 206. 
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OHAPl'ER FOUR 

The Dlalectic ln Plato' s Republic 

DlaJ.ectlc, t~eÎl, as you will agrae, is the cop1ng-stone of the 
sciences 1 ~ ls set over them; no other science can he placed 
higher -- th~t nature of knowledge can no f'urther go? l agree, 
he sa.1d. 

-- P1ato Rep. 5J4e'(Jowett's translation) " 

The Republic waa Plato' s res~se ta Athenian democratlc freedoms that , . 
f'osterad anarchistle liberty t or anomia. The ci tizens under a democra.tic 

regime, he bltter1y complains, "in thair determinat10n to have no master 

••• disrega.rd 8011 laws, wrltten or unmtten (Republ1c 564).".1 It was the 

a1m of the ear1y dialogues to diagnose man's dlsorders, and subsequentl,. 
" / 

through the Imp1ementation of the elenchus ta destroy the sickness of anona, 

the main cause of social disunity. The Republie, on the other band, bas &; 

wholly positlve outlook. Hen Plato prescribes his therapYI his KaJ.llpolis. 

"P1ato aims ta have individual lives, and the communitles in which they are 

1.ived., lntegrated. by the governance of reason and by the' 's~gate! ot'-naaon, 
2 l , , 

law." Reason and. law (vorOS) as opposed ta lawessness (a.'i0rL&c.) will 1ead 

the philosopher-Ruler to the Idea of' the Good through the Platonic Forma 

-- "the Ideals or patterns which have a rea1 existence independent of our 
~ ~ 

l'Dinde.") It will be the task of 'an extensive system of education (lasting 

-"tee trans., p. 384 • 
... 
~o pp. 259-60. 

JCo tranSI, p. 176. 
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flfty tears) ~~t will eventually bestow upon a man or a 'Noman the vision 

of the Good, a necess&ry and sufflcient- provision for rullng rlsely and 

justly. For Plato, therefore, the aime of educatlon are threel ta lead 

the candidate to the Imowledge of the Good (which ls the highest Form); ta 

formulate this knowledge as the pattern for the right ordering in society; 

and to prepare these lndlvlduals for absolute politlcal authorlty.l Accor­

dingly, 1 t ls only through the method of dialectic that the Forms can he 

realized. Socrates i8 quite emphatic on _this. 

This nov, Glaucon, l said, la the law which dialectic fulfills. The 
law la intelllgible, and the power of sight would be lm1tating lt when 
we deacribed lt as attempting to look at actuaJ. living cre~tures, then 
at the actuaJ. stars, and fina1l.y at the actual sun. -So whenever one 
tries through dialectic, and w1 thout 'any help from the senses but by 
mean~ of reason, ta set out to find, each true reall ty and does not gl ve 
up bafora apprehendlng the Good 1 tself ld. th reason alone, one reaches 
the final goal. of the lntelligible as the prisoner escaping from ,the 
cave reached the final goal of' the vis1 ble. -- Tha. t ls al together so 
(532a-b) .2' 

The main passages -of dia1ectic- ln the Republlc are the Slm11e of the 

Good and the Sun (Book VI, 502c-5090), the Analogy of the Dl vided Llne . 

(Boo~ VI, 509d-511e). the Allegory of' the Cave (Book VII, 5~ld-535&). 'The 

Similes of the Sun, the Dl vided Line and the Cave run consecutl vely, and we 

are tald by Plata to connect these as a single passage (517b: Every feature 

ln this parable, my dear Glaucon, la meant to fit our earl1er anaJ.ysis. The 

1,.The Posai bili ty of the' existence of the just state or the Just man 
depends on the condition that the philosopher ld.ll be king in the state and 
that reason will relgn in the soule The philosopher and reason provide the' 
new foundation for society and man because they reflect the lmage of rea11ty • 
••• Behind the philosopher and béhind reason stands unehanging reality and 
Imowledge; Imowledge and rea11 ty can only be reached through an fintensi ve 
system of education culminating in the study of dlalectic." N. F. Cantor and 
P. L. Kleln, eds., An~cient Thoughtl Pla.to and Aristotle (Waltham, Mass. s 
Bla1sdell Publishing Company, 1969), p. 10. ' 

~rub~, transI, p. 18). 

--------------------------
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prison dwell1ng corresponds to the raglon revealed to us through the sense 

'of' slght, and the f'lre-llght w1 thin 1 t to the power of the Sun). 1 Theref'ore , 
. ' 

the break which occurs w1 th the ènd of' the Slxth Book 1a, as Cornf'ord says, 

"an accldental exped.1ent to anclent book-productlon,.having l1ttle ~re to 
- , . 

do w1 th the structure of the argument than the di vision of' every Vl~torian 
, 2 

novel into three volumes had. to do with the structure of' the stories," 

Moreover, the sectlon on Dlalectic wa.s meant as a. sWll11l&'ry of' the Slm1les of 

the Sun, Ca~e, and Line (.533el It will theref'ore be enough, l sa.1d, as 

before, to call the !irst section knowledge, the second reasoning, the third 

belle! 1 ~ the fourth lmaginatlon ••• ). 3 It appears that Plato wished the 

dialectlcal passages in the Republ1c to be read as a whole, ln order for 

the reader to follow the dlalectic ln an undivided condition. 

502c-.50901 The Idea of' the Good and the' S1m1le of' the Sun 

,Accord1ng U; Plato, the Ides. of the Good ls thé ultimate ai. of 

!tn0vledge (.50»1 'f. nEt. . ~tl' ~é. ~ to\> ~~a. êC0 't~ta.. rfoL6(OV f~ BVJftl.), 4 

and it ls the flnal object for the educatlon of' the philosopher-Ruler. 

Plato elaboratesl 

The Good, then, ls the end of' a11 endeavour 1 the 0 bject on which 
every heart 1s set, whose existence 1t divines, though 1t f'lnds lt 
dif'flcul t ta grasp just what i t ls; and beca.use 1 t cau' t handle 1 t 
wi th the same assurance as other things 1 t misses' any value those 
other th1ngs have (5O.se). 5 

1 
Cornf'ord. trans., p. ,231. 

~b1d!, p. v. 

3Grube , trana.~ p. 185~ ~ 

4 
" ••• the form of the Good 1s the greatest object of' study.'· Grube, 

trans., p. 159. 

-\ee t trans., p. 304. 
1 

,1 
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It ia also the !DOst diff'lcult quality for the Ruler to attain, Here, however, 

Plato introduces a. discipline he calls d1~eetie and lt will be "the funètion 
- ) 1 
of ,'d1aleetic' to lead direcUy to the vision 01 the, 'good' ," 

, 
"Sinee the Idea of !the Good is the end 0: a.ll lmowing, Soerates 18 

pressed by Glaucon to give h1a~,otm, view of this very important study. How~ver. 

Socrates declines ta give a direct answer and inst~ad attempts to explain 

it in the format of a simile. The Simila of the Sun is a eompa.r1son of the 

Good with the sun. Plato uses the Sun in order ta clarify the four factors 

of the "visible" world, namelYl the 'Sœ (A) and. its light (B), the eye (C) 

and 1ts sight (D). with the fpur factors of the "intelligible" world, namelya 

the Good CA) and its truth (B») the m1nd (C)' and its knowledge (D). In other 

words, there can be no sight wi thout light. The eye d~pends on the source , 

of llght. whieh ls the sun. Thenee, the Sun 1~ the physieal eye, Just as 

the Idea, of the Good ia the m1nd' seye. The Idea of the Good is thus ta the 

intellect what l1ght (the Sun) is ta the visible world (,S08c). Moreover, 

the m1nd 1 seye (knowledge) will not see the light (truth) unless the sun 

(Good.) will inspire ,all learn1ng. Consequen~y, jus~ as the sun is visible, 
1 , 

~hé Good 1s perfectly knowable (5)4b-c). 

\ 
509!i-511es The Div1ded Line or the Four Stages of Education 

Plato begins the section of the Di vided. Line blf- gi ving a brief s~ 

of conclusions fl.'Om the" Sim1le of the Sun. Thus he confirme that the Sun 

was meant to be an introduction to the Line. In th1s ease, a. "s1mpl~. tW07" . \ 

fold division" (Intelligible and Visible worlds) ~, elaborated .~I:t'hto a. 

fourfold one.,,2Since the earlY' educatlon of the Philosop~er-Ruler was 

lwraYlor, ~ •. p. 285. 
~ 

Guthrie, A History of Greek Philosophy, p. 508. 
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mainly confine4 ta the visible world, it was now proper Ume for higher 

lntellectual Imowledge that was "ta detach the mi.nd tram a.ppearanc8S anc! 

indi viduaJ.s and ta carry 1 t ~ss the lxnmdary between th~ two worlds and 

all the way beyond ta the vision of the Good." 1 The Di vided Line can be 

pistis c dou (c+n) Opinion -
VISIBLE OR PHYSlCAL WORLD 

elka.s1a D 

The lowest stage of knowledge ls D, and is descri bed 'by Pla.to as 

(.50981 one of the t'NO sections in the visible world that will stand for 
, , 

ilIIages, (E.lKo'iES). By images l mean first shadows. and then reflect10ns 

ln water or in close-gna.1ned, pollshed surfaces, and everything of that 

k1.nd). 2 Et\(a.6la. (D), the visible world" a.lmys cha.nging 8.nd approx1JDate, 

, 1s perce1ved by the] h~ senses through 1maging, picturing and. conjecture. 
h 
') ~ 1 

Thus moral and poUt1caJ. values a.re accepted uncrl tically. If, for example, 

. a Sophist w1 th ~ancy rhetor1c lnakes ~he worse argument ~ppea.r the better, 

1Cornfo1'd, trans., p. 216. 

2:rblâ.., p. 224. -
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and,. (lthus conv1:rces bis audience, then the !J11nds of these ind.1'viduals are 0 

in a state of eika.s1a. l1t ~,.t.L5 or bellef (C) 18 descr1bed' as (510&, the 

- second. section that stands for the actual. thi~s of which the f1,rst are 
, , /' 

11kenesses, the 11 ving creat~s about us and. all the works of nat~ or of 

! 

1 . 
human hands). Hara an individ.ual. maltes direct contact with his tacfti'es 

. \ 

upon the objects of his perception. However, by judging -the se empiricaJ. .. . .. ,. \ 

observations as _ true rea.llty (pistis), he f~ls ta tmd~rstand that he is 

expariencing infar10r copies ot the perfect domain of the Forms. And yet, 

"he is net sa bad.ly off as the dreamer who thinks that the images th8.t he 
, -

. ,1 " 
sees are the reaJ. world (t,LM6La.), but he ha.s not got en l6 t.V\r"': he ls 

devold of rea.l sclent1flc ImoWledge.,,2 Consaquently, an 1nd.\v1dual may 

have correct poIl tical. and moral. opinions, but he does 50 w1 thout proper 

understand1ng (5060). 

Thus elka.s1a and pistls are the lower mental states of cognition ln 

the upwa.rd development of the human m1nd on lts difflcult journey from 

19norance ta Imowledge. These two s~es belong ta the visible world, or 

ta the rea.lm of~6~a.. (opinion). The intelligible world of the'llne ls 
) 1 

the realm of Ë." l6tVl t""1 (Imo~ledge), which ls furthermore subdiv1ded lnto 

the mental states of b to. .. voto. (B) alui "'~Vl 6<.S (A). In the development t'rom 

doxa ta epist!mê '''cogniz1ng moves fi'om the .observable to the invisible, 

f'rom images ta symbols, from perception ta conception. t'rom sense ta 

thought.") 

It would be the responsibllity of higher education ta tra.in the intellect 

ta comprehend epist!mi; or "the world of knowledge" which is eternal and· 

~b1d. 

2QoPleston, p. 178. 

3w. S. Sabaldan and M. 
~9?7)t p. 150. 

... 

L. SahaIdan, Plato (Boston. - Twa.yne PUblishers, 
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1\ 

absol\.!.té, unllke the lower s~e of the line (~) ~ ,S tage B, then, ca,.lled . \ 

by' Plato d.1anoia,' belongs to the intelligible rea..lm ~d co.nsists of mathe­

matical o't,jects that invol ve the intellect in abstract too"ught and under­

sta.nd.:ing by a.ocepting hy}lotheses without critlc1zing them~ (510bl In one 
f 

sub-sectlon (B) the'"mind uses the originals of the visible order in their 

turn as images, and h&& to base its inqu1r1es on assumptions and proceed from 

them not to ,a f~st principle but to a. conclusion). 1 Because dianoia recog­

nizes the Forma through the sensible pa.rticulars foun~ 'in ~ (""the man,. , 
translent and imperfect copies of reaJ.i ty") • 2 i t cannot yet grâsp the 

perfect beauty of justice and goodness (The Idea of the Good). This is the 

task of the highest stage of the line, noesis (dialectic). Therefore, noesis 

(510b, mayes from assumption to a ffrst principle which involves no 

assumption, without the images used. in the other sub-section dianoia, but 

pursuing its inquiry 80lely bl" and through forms theJJl8~lves),J Wlth ~esis, 

then, the intellect uses the Forms alone, wi thout the L~~ed. of ei ther images 

or assumptions (hypotheses). Noesis (A) ls the highest state of knowledge. 

It la higher rea.son, It la the iirst pri~ciple (The Idea of the Good) • 

" D1.aJ.ectie or noesis is the atudy of Forma without unproved. hypotheses; 

through question and answ~ 1 t involves ph11osop~ca1 self-examina.tion un~11 

the ultima.te vision of the truth ls seen. Apparently, it la only through 

perfect knowledge that the ,intellect ean arrive at perfeet reali tl"; at naeals 

or Idea of the Good (~ZOV à.~tl~OV ~bttt, ,Rep, 505&, 508e, 51'7b), But once 

a.t this state of, perfect awareness, one 1s now nady and prepared. to dispense 

1 

~ee J transe J p. 313. 

~uthr1e, A. H1ston of G:reek Philosophy, p. 510. 

~ee. trans., p. 31:3. 
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. his intelligence in a manner essentiaJ. te the welf~ of the ~hole KaJ.lipolls. l 
, ,po'" 

In other words, this ascent of Imowledge (being the education of the philoso-

pher-R14er), !rom eika.s1a, ta p1atis, te d1ano1a, ta noesis, does not only 
<, • 

have an epistemologicaJ. and methodologtcaJ. chara.cter, but also an ontologieal 

one. Hence the intellectuaJ. journey underta.ken in the Sim1le of the Di vided 

Line does not only teach correct knowledge, bu~ also correct actibn. 

Pla.te' s' 1nterest in the epistemological ascent 1s thus no mare 
a.cademic or narrowly cri ticaJ. 1nterest 1 he is eoncerned wi th 
the conduct of life, tendenee of the soul and w1 th the good of 
the State. The man who doea not reaJ.1ze t.he true good of man 
will not, and cannat, lead the truly good human life, and the state 
statesman who does not reaJ.1z~ the true good of the State, who 
does not view politicaJ. life 1n the 11ght of sternal princ1ples, 
will br1ng ruin on his people. 2 

, 
Indeed., the s1gnif1cance of thé Line as regards the educa,t1ôn of the philoso-

pher-Ruler is magnif1cently re1tera.ted in the Allegory of the Cave. 

514a-5?lb: The Allego17 of the Oave 

The underlying ..mea.ning of the Cave 1s as fOUOllS: The human sensés 
. 1 

are our prison, and, the' &seant !rom the lowest level of education (the L1ne) , 

which 1a eikasia (illusion) ta the highest'noesis (diaJ.ect1c) t through -sense 

PerceptiQn 1s very d1ff1cult.- Those very few (philosopher-Rulers) that are 

able ta make the cllmb, and who have seen the b11ssful vision, which re-

presents the Idea of the Good, the highest Form, "the cause of whatever 1s 
') 

l,'Not only does one arrive at the Good through knowled.ge, but the 
Platonic Idea, Good, 1s the source of knowledge as well as Imowabi11ty and 
aJ.so serves ta account for the world. of Ideas. Consequently, Ideas are not 
only knOlai owing to their' relation .. ta the Good, but exist by virtue of the 
Idea of the Good. Even the virtues acquire their value ,and def1n1t1on by 
their relation te the Good, life' s summum bonum. IUsdom ,1s the Imowledge of 
Good, whereas courage, temperance, and justice serve in the pursui t of i t. ' 
Virtues acquire excellence by the1r being good'" Sa.haIdan, pe_l.52. 

2aoPlestan, pp. 186-7 • 
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~ght and good • n and the i>are~t of 1D.telligenée and ~th;(S170) ,It will 
. . 

~come very unlfilling to go back ta the shadows of eikasiJ. and piatis. In 

l' 

" 

other words, the indiyj,dua.l who complet~ the four stages of education of the 

line will' know better than to regress back lnto bis original state of mind, 
) 1 

bafore he made the climb. And yet, Plato tt"'tOKa.( 6a.l the philosopher-

Rulers to return back to the cave in order to dispense his a.cquired. know-

" . ledge to the unedu.cated masses, which, after all; lack the essential under-

atanding of the forma. Of course, this is theiJ:: primary responsibili ty and 

duty. "Even the philosopher-king who haa grasped. the eternal venUes 

reaohes this stage not only for},-contemplation but to return to the shadowa 

of the cave and insure that ideas are1l,translated into action in the just 

1 " i" bU ....4 ... .... etate." Plato is hop Dg that the P, o60pher-Rl.Ùer, ha ........ 16 the Forms for 

his contemplation, will return to the cave to govern wi th a sEtllse of respon-, 

s1b11ity, if there is to be justice in the Kallipolis. For the Ruler will 
i 

not guide t:or persona! advantage, but rather, because of the stern necessity 

to do bis or her app,inted dut Y • Moreover, this very unwill1nsness to 

govern, ls presented by Plato as the chief qualification. In fact, following 
2 . . 

Pitta.cus' dictum, Plato claims tha~ it is a measure of a just polis if its 
o " 

rulers are reluctant to ;serve, just as i t ls a measure of corruption and 

decBdence if they are too happy to govern (5~)_. . 

Plato' s balief in the lmportanae '01' educ~n ls very evident in the 

Slmiles of the, Line' and Cave. In bath, an ascent of the intellect from 

1a. M. Mllla.rd, "Vocation Reconsidered: Toward, a Philosophy of 
Postsecondary Education," in J. Howie and T. O. Buford, eds., Gontem:!O;-a:rY 
Studies in Philosophical Idea.lism (Ca.pe Cod, Mass., Claude stark, & Co. , 
1975), pp. 241-8. .', . 

2.rhe best ~tate is that in wh.1ch bad men are not allowed to hold 
office, and good men a.-re not allo.wed ta refuse office. ~. 

, 

, ~; 
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19norance ~ Knowledge 1s presented.. This progressive evolution of educa-

tion, "a first prior1ty (4240)" in the' organ1zation of the Kalllpolls, 1s 

neatly stated. by Father Freder1ck Copleston. 
, . . 

Hence' bis insistence on the great importance of education, whereby 
the young may be brought gradua.lly to behold eternal and ab50lute 

c truths anIi values, and 50 saved. !:rom passing their lives in the 
shadow-world of error; falsehood, prejudice, sophistical persua.sion, 
blindness to true values, etc. This educat10n is of Prl:ma.ry impor­
tance in the case of those who are to be statesmen. statesmen and 
ruler,s will ,pa bl41d leaders of the blind, if they dwell in the 
spheres ,of ËLKa.6La. or l1L&'tL,S, and the wreck1ng of the ship of 
state la a more te:r:r1ble th1ng than the wreck of anyane' s individu- ~ 
al barque. 1 

'. 
0, 531d.-5J4e 1 Dlalect1c 

" " The summary ànd conctusion of the Similes of the Sun, the,Liné, and . 
. the cave 1s given by Plato in a section of the Republ1c (S31d-S,34e), usually 

entit1ed "Dia.lectic."2 Plata recommanda that the studies (sciences) Qf 
1 

( 

mathematics, musi-c and. astronomy be 0 bserved. becauae they are important as, 

1 an introduction to dia1ectic. "In this way they will fom the proper pro­

paedeutic te diaJ.ectio, whioh &1ms directly at a knowledge of beauty and 

knowlqe. ft J However, ,~ these ~sc1ences -rest and.' rely on hypotheaes w1 t~ut .' 

giv1ng grounds for them, and thus do not deserve the title I,'true sclences" 
• 

(S33~ol There' remaln geometry and those other allled st~es lfbich, as we 

sa1d,. do in some measure apprehend reali ty; bu~ we observe that they cannot 
\ ' 

yield anything clea.rer than a dream-llke vision of the real 50 long as 

, they leave the asaump1H.ona they employ unquest1oned. and can give no acoount 

1 ' 
Copleston, p. 186. 

! jl" ~ 

, ~.~re l follow the excellent interpretat10n presented by Wincenty 
Lu~slawsk1, The Origin ~ Growth of Pla.to' s Log1c (tondonl 'tongJlÏ8ns, 
Gree, and Co'~.' 189~), pp. 302-3.' \ ' 

, 3G,uthrle" A Hlstory of Greek Philo so phy , p. 524 • 

" 

\ . 
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•• 
of them).1 And sinoe true soienoe· cannot be based on UDknown first prin-

ciples, and aince "such apparent sciences rest on mutual agreement, ••• only 

Dialeciic rises above a.ll hypothetical-l beginn1ngs ••• up to the absolute 

~1noiple to 'Nh1ch 1t gives the highest stabil1ty.,,2 (.53Jc: Dialectic, 

in fact, 1s the only procedure which proceed.s9'by~ the destruction [àva.,LFOU6GL] 
of assumptions to the very first princ1ple. 50 as ta gi ve 1 tself a f1rm 

base).3 The d1alsct1clan 1s the man {or 'Noman) , who bas reached the highest' 
G 

stage of the L~e (noesis). He 1s the persan who haunts the nature of each ' 

, th1ng, and since he ls capable of g1 v1ng an account of h1mself and others, 
, ' . 

he commands reason and. intelligence over d1ff1cult situat10ns and matters, 

just Uke any good and Just Ruler (S34ba And you also call a dialectic1an 
r 

thEf.;ma.n who can gi ve a reasoned -account of the real1 ty of each thing? . To 

the man who can gi ve no such accoun t, e1 ther to himself or another, you will 

to th&t: extent deny knowledge of his subject? -- How could l say he had 
4' , 

it?) •. ~ In other wo1'ds, the philosopher-Ruler, because o~ his educational 

curriculum, must give and rece1ve an account of the things that must be 

understood. , Such knowledge only ends wi th the acquis1 t10n of the Idea of 

the Good, because the Ruler cânnot pa sa1d to hav~ this knowledge unless he 

can g1 ve. an account of 1 t, and an a.ccount that dist1ngu1shes 1 t :t'rom all 

other things. One -who '1s unable ta give s1l:ch account, merely (because he 

does not lmow any better) gi ves opinions about iIdage§ of the Good. Thus the 

d1aJ.ect1c1a.n by the l1ght of reason only. and Ni thout any assistance of the 

1 Cornford, trans., p. 248. 

~utoslawsId, p. 302. 

. 3r. •• , trans., p. J44. 
. ' 

4 . 
Gruba, trans., p. 185. 
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ligence (dialectic I) he arr1ves at the percept10n of the absolute Good 

(dialectic II).1 

Henceforth, the dual s1gn1t1cance of the dialect1c in the Republlc. 

This 1s, indeed, a very complex and. difflcult problem, and only Professor 

Cornford • s brilllant work ha.s shed some' light on 1 t. 2 Appa.rently, Plate' s 

Rulers wear two batse that of a Philosopher and that of a Statesman. On 

the one hand., as a Philosopher he 1s responsibl.e for researching and. striving 
, \ 

after the Good. Once he has seen ~e Gqod, he will have .!!2.!!!! or noes1s 

(SJ4b) and will be réady to go dOlm to the shadows of the Cave. Here he 
/ 

will not only be able te give an account of the supreme form (the Good), 

. but he will be also capabl$ of defining the natl.lr8 of every single thing 

includ1ng "all the subordinate ~ral 'Ideas, 'descending through Ideas te 

Ideas and ending with Idea.s' (511c) .,,3 Consequently, th~ :results of. the 

Philosopher's research, 1f they are ever presented in written form,4 

" would amount ta a complete system 'of moral. philosophy, securely deduced ••• 

!rom the def1ni tion of Goodness. 1I5 Thus 1 t will be the a:1m of the Philosopher 

~epubllc 532&-b. 

2:r. M. Cornford, "Mathematics and nlalectic in the Republlc VI-VII," 
in ·R. E. Allen, ed., Studies in Plate'a Meta sics (tondon: Routledge & Kegan 

.. ,paul, 1965), pp. 61-95. Reprinted from ~ 1932, pp. 38-,52 and 1'73-90. 

1 

3Cornford, "Mathematics and Dlalectic," p. 88. 
4 -
Socrates never rea.1ly gi ves a. sat1sfactory explanat10n of the Good 

in the Republlc. This ls because ne1 ther Glaucon nor the others have been 
sc educated. Moreover, ln the Seventh Ep1stle, Plato cla1ms that he would 
never commit bis deepest thoughts 1nto words, but, rather, "this knowledge 
• •• after long-continued intercouxse between teacher and pupil, in joint 
pursui t of the subject, suddenly, l1ke light flashing forth when a fire ls 
Idndled, 1 t 1s born in the soul and straight-way nourlshes ~tself' ()41c-d)." 
Morrow, trans., Epistles, p. 237. ' 

'! ?Corn:f'oJ:d, "Mathematics.and DlaJ.ectic." p. 88. 

, , 
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1 
and the goal of resea.rch (1t~06(); la.) to define and establishf the nature 

1 

of the Good (dialeotic 1). On the other hand, the Ruler as a Statesman has 

a purely ectical function. After spending fifteen years in the Cave in 

, subordinate ~ning (i. e. serving in milit8.ry and civil posts in order '1 

to gain pra.ctical experlence and Jud8e his oX' her oompetency ta wi thstand ." 

the distractions and lures of office), the Ruler, at the age if fifty, is 

~ught face to face wi th the final vision of the Good (dialectic II). He 

w111~ thus be responsible for the education of others to succed him; and. in 

turn he will dispense knowledge, and rule ae a matter of dut Y • Plato ls 

quite expllcit about thisl \ 

And when they are fifty, those who have come thrQugh all our practi­
cal and intellectual tests with distinction must be brought to their 
final. trial, and made to see t,he good i tsel!, which they CM take as 
a pattern for ordering their own lire as well as that o! society and 
the individual. For the rest of their lives they will spend the bulk 
of their time ln ph1~osophy [dialectlc IJ , but when their turn comes 
they will, in rotation, turn to the wearr business of polltics and, 

/ 

for the sake of society, do thelr dut Y as Rulers, not for the honor 
they get by it but as a matter of necessity. And so, when the y have 
brought up successors l1ke themselves ta talte thelr place as Guardians, 
they will depart to the lslands of the blest (.,540a-b) • 1 

Aocoxdingly, l have argued. that Plato' s use of the dialectic in the 

Republlc hae a dual slgnificance. In both cases the ph1losopher-R~er is 
l\} 

the benefector of l'lato' s attention. In the first case, we see that the 

Slm11es of the Sun, Line and Cave deaJ. with the ascent of human mind f!om 

ignorance ta Imowledge. But this progress of Imowledge ls not at al.J. easy: 

it requ1res great > effort a.ncf mental discipline. In other 'HOrds, a diaJ.e­

ctical-epistemological (methodologica.J.) education is needed.; onG that 

teaéhea correct knowledge, and def~ne8 the· Idea of the Good at the end of 

Lee, trans., p. :354. "As statesman, he will legislate, like Moses 
when he came down from the vision on Sinal bearlng the tables of the Law. 
Using'the nature of the Good as a 'pattern,' he will craate order (K06iA.ELv) 
in his city." Cornfol.'d, ','MathematicB and DiaJ.ectic," pp. 90-1.,. 1 
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the educat10nal programme. Assuch, this "dialect1c 1s the checking of the 

stream of thought by the necessi ty of securlng the understanding and &ssent 

of an 1ntelligent 1nterlocutor at every step, and the habit of noting all 

relevant distinctions, divisions, and ambigu1ties, 1n 1deas and tems.,,1 

When this vision of the Good 1s defined, the philosopher-Ruier is moti vated 
" , 

to leg1slate and rulel because in 1 ts ontolog1cal-parad1gmat1c real1 ty d1a­

lect1c teaches correct action and. act1 vi ty (second case). Thus the Philoso­

pher-Ruler-Statesman not only understands the Good, but he 1s also 1n the 

lofty po si tion of be1ng able to dispense his knowledge in his c1 ty by us1ng . 
t~e nature of the Good as a pattem ( 1Ta.f~bél 0' t-ta..) that will create orier: 

indeed, 1t will create the Kall1pol1s. 

Once this stage of awareness 1a reached, the d1fference' be~ween the 

tllO .... pact. of dJ.eJ.8C::)hB:rdl.Y matters. NOl! they becoms inse_able. One 
, 

1s the right band of the other; one cannot do without the other. In this 

sense. only dialect1cal thought takes away 1n abstract foms assumptions by 

reasoning and by ask1ng questions and by ans~ them, in aearch of the 
\ 

highest object of knowledge, which 1s -The Idea of the Good" at the end of 

. the ,intellectuaJ. world. D1aJ.ect1c 1s the study of pure thought, the noesis 

of the D1v1ded L1ne; Us a1m 1a the vision of the good and the just. It la 

the final step in the diff1cult asoent from the Cave, when the ey, can look 

at the Sun Itself without belng bUnded by 1ts bri1l1a.nqe. D1alect1cs 

supply a synoptic view of all sciences. knowledge and reali ty 1n one' united 

procedure. The Platonic dialectic 1s the coping-stone of all the sc1ences 

(S34e). It 1a the intellectual weapon that would enable the philosopher-

Ruler to govern in a just ~er over the c1t1zens and affairs of the Kall1-

polis • 
! 

lshorey t trans., p. 20ln. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

Dialectic as Therapy: The platonlc Kalllpolls 

The Functlon of epistëmë and. of the dlalectic through wh1ch 1 t ls 
obta1ned ls not., however, simply awa.reness for lts own sake, ln the 
sense of a mere apprehens1o~ of the truth; 1 t ls also concerned. with 
changing behaviourl 1 t. 18 a pra.ctlcally eff ecti ve knowled.ge. a know-
ledge manlfest.ed in everyday behaviour and choice. . ; 

-- Al vln W. Gouldner 

One might say t.hat two unshakeable convictlons determ1ne Plato 1 s 
th1nk1ng; one, that the philosopher seeks and !inds what ls absolute 
and. permanent behind appearances, the other, that the philosopher, 

, Just because he gra.sps the absolute, should be at. the head of affairs 
in the commun! ty. 2 -- Raphael Demos 

It has been demonstrated by Slr E~est Barker- that Western pollt1cal 
, , 

thought proper began wi th t.he Greeks. 3 
,IUnllke the N ear Eastern cl vi11zations 

lfh1ch made God the single reference of tül. matters. the GreeJs not satisfied 

with these mythologicaJ. and cOSllOcentric explanations of the universe, 

attempted to explain the cosmos that surrounded them in a manner that lncluded 

man' s f&cul tlea in their investigation. "Instead of projecting themsel ves 

into tht' sPhe~ of religion, l1ke the peoples of India and Judeaj' instead 

of ta.Idng this world on trust, and seeini it by f'aith, the Greeks took thelr 

their stand in the reaJ.m of thought, and daring to wonder about things 

tOuldner, "p. 272. 

~aphael Demas, ad.,- Plate. ~ Selections (New York, 
Sons" 1927), p. vi. 

Charles Scr1bner's 

3see sir ErneBtEarker The Poli tical Thob!ht of Plato and Aristotle 
(New Yorka "Dover Publ1cations, 1959, fInt pu llshëd ln 1966). 

?8 

1 

l' 



, .. 

.~ . '" ' ~r '''' 
~ ,':,,, ~;", ,~ 

" 

79 

vlsible, they attempted to conce1ve of the world ln the llght of reason."l 

The difference of how the Greeks and other,"Med.1terranean civ1l1zat19ns viewed. 

their existence ls seen fin their llterature." Eastern thought was thoroughly . . 
under the influence of religlon and the god-king. "Man ls the shadow of a 

. 2 
god, ~ slave ls the shadow of man; but the king ls the mirror of a god." 

ls the say1IÏg of a Mesopotam1.an proverbe Indeed, the laws of Hammurapl were 
, 

the laws of God t to·he bllnd.ly 0 beyed. and never q uestloned by mortal man. 
1 

Again, the justlce forwaJ:d~ in the Old Testament of the Hebrews was the 

justice of Jehovah and not of Man. Compare tbis nth the very lnception of 

Graek 11 teraturel The Il1ad of Homer. Here gods and IIIOrtalS jI18.ted and pro- " 

duced. children. And in a feat quite unthinkable 1.n a co~centr;c order, 

the goddess Aphroditi and Ares, the god of wax (nevertheless), would be 

wounded. by the mortal Dlomedes (Uiad, Book ,v).3 The 11m.1ted. l'Owera of the 

~ymPianS runs a11 through the literature of the Greeks. This also hold~, 

true in Plato. It is Reason and not Zeus that controls the destlny of man. 

In the Critias (109&-1100), "Plato amplifies and relnterprets the famous 

doctrine of Anaxagora.ss 'All things were confounded together, when Re8.SC?n 

came and lntroduced d1.stinct1.on 'and. order', .. 4 A further limitatlon of the 

1:em:ker, p. 1. 
2 C1 ted. in Chester G. S ta.rr, Ea.rly Man (New York. Oxford. U. P.,' 1973) , 

p. 1)6. 

~oreover, the Olymplan gods, though they were man1.fest ln nature, 
had not made universe and could not dlspense of man as their creature w1th 
the same unquestloned right of ownership which the ancient Near Eastern goda' 
exerc1sed." Henri Frankfort et al., Befora Philosophy (Harmondsworth: 
Penguin Books, 1949), p. 249. 

4 " 1 

F •. M. Cornford., From Religion to Philosophy (New York: Harper Torch-
bookS, 19.57), p. 36. See Arnold J. Toynbee, Hellen1§D1: The Hlstory of a 
Civ1lizatlon (London a Oxford U. P., p. 1959), pp. 1-15, for an excellent 
succinct exposition of Hellenic Humanlsm. 
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Ol.ymplan Gods is presented in Pl.ato· s treatment of the Myth of Er (ReE' 

61.3e-6216) • When the souls are ready for relncarnat1.on and stand in front 

of Laches1.s in order to choose their new lives, they are told that in their / 

eventual choise (571el The blame ifS his . who chooses; Hea.ven is blameless).l 

Theil' destiny is upon the il' om hands. No god.ly power will. Interfere. In" 

other wol:'ds, as Professor Cornfol:'d \ put i t: 

All th.1..s imagery is, of co"urse, mythicaJ. and symbolic. , The under­
lying doctrine is that in human life there la an e1ement of -necess! ty 

- or chânce, but a1so an element of free choiee, whieh maltes us, and not 
Heaven, respcmsible forl,the good and evil in our l1ves. 2 

Havlng gotten tid of the shadow of Heavenly direction, the Greeks, and 

Plato in particular, J proceed. to explain human behav1.our ~n a rational and 

constructive manner (cf. pp. 64-77 above). As such. the Greek search to find 

the right order of lite lad ta the inherent connection of poli tical thought 
1 1 

nth ethics. As Professor Barker stated: "The TIo,4l.S wa.s an ethicaJ. society; ", 
" - and - poli tical science, as the science of Sllch society, beeame in the hands of 

"-,/' 4 
Greeks particularly and. predominantly ethical." Barker goes on to claim 

that Plato was a practical poli tical thinker wri ting enchirid10ns for states-
, 

men, and that the Republic was one of his chief works expounding his poli tics. 

There is always this practica1 bent in Greek pol.itieal thought. The 
treatises in which 1 t issues are meant, like Machiavelli 1 s Prince, as 
manua.ls for the statesman. Partlcularly this ls the case with Plato. 
True to the mind of' his master Socrates, he ever made 1 t the aim of his 
lmowled.ge that lt should Issue in action.... He even attempted to tran­
slate his philosophy into action himself, or at any rate to induce Dlo­
nysius ta realize the hopes of the Republic.5 

1 
Corni"ord:, ~ ~ P.')46. 

~bid., p. )42. 

).. • •• foremost in Plata 1 s mind wa.a the ambition ta provide a new 
ra.t1onal foundation for human conduct and the organizatlon of society. 1. 

Cantor and Klein, p. 7. ~ 

4 
Barker, p. 5. 

Srb1d., p. 9. 
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It lfOuld have been l~eed. diff1cult fer Plato to disassoclate himsEùf' from 

the poli t1cs of his time. From both sides of hi~ fa.mily there was actl ve 

part1cipat1on in the poli tlcal l1fe of Athens. And no doubt. as we lea.rn 

from the Seventh Epistle (,324b-J26b), he ha.d ambitions to enter public life. 

It would have been a very natural step to take. The upbring1ng of rriost 

young Athen1a.n ci t1zens (Plato. of ceurse, included), was such, that nearly 

all were "poli tlcally censcioua from childhoed onwa.ms ••• [wh1l~ the , 

bighest v1rt.ue fer a grewn man was the aM11 ty to govern ... 1 Hewever, 

something went wrong. Plate became d1sheartened, first by, the rule of the 

Thirty, and later with the most shÇJJJleless treatment ef' Socrates by the ra-

stored democracy. Greatly discouraged, he wi thdrew from act,1 ve Athenia.n 

poli tica never te re-enter. But this doea net mean that he lost compléte 

interest. If the road ta political power was clesed :ln Athena, the rest of 

the Hellen:1c world was w:1de open. Hence Plate set up the Academy te 'train 

young minds te cempreh~nd. and :ln turn dispense their knowledge and wisdom 

justly. Moreever, 1t is reasonable te assume that the curr1culum ef' the 

2 Academy mirrored. the one found. in the Republic. But what good weuld 1 t 

do 1i' the teacher himself' did not attempt to put bis theor1es into practlce? 

For this rea.son, "Plato was not content te preach bis doctrine fIl thé 

Republ1c; he pract1sed 1t OI. ln his own life.") Therefore, desplte his 

advanced age and the dangers of such a long trip, he went to Syracuse to 

put hie beliei lnto pract1ce. Undeubtedly, he would have prefered to stay 

in Athens, "but Athena was not the only place where a patrlot1c Greek could 

~amela M. Huby, Greek Ethics (Lenden: Macmillan, 1967), pp. 5-6. 

2see 'Guthr1e, A Hlstory of Greek PhilO' sophy, p. 22. 
1 

3.raylor, ~, p. 2. 
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do something for Hellen1c ci vil1zation. The venture 1nto Syracuse would 

alone be sufficient ev1dence that Plata t s poli tical 1nterests were not 
tJ, 

merely a.cadeudc." 1 

While there 1s ample historical evidence conoern1ng Plato' s sincere 

desire. to reallze the K;ll1:pol1s, lnclud.lng bis traveis to Syracuse, the 

estab~lshment of the Academy and the poIl tlcaJ. engagement of 1 ts students 

all over Hellaa, there is also a definlte pol1tical message 1n the early 

and midd1e dialogues. IIi fact, there ls a qui te del1berate plan for the 

eventuaJ. establishment of the KalJ.i;eol1s. As we have alread.y seen (pp. 61-

63 a.bove), Plato 1n ldentify1ng the Aisorders that plagued bis time, attempts 

through the eristlc character of the Socratio elenchus (early dialectic) 

ta destroy the lnferior and unsc1entiflc practlces that have caused the 

ruin of his society. The Republlc.· s Kalli~l;S i5 bis stated. thez:a.Py; and 

dia.+ectica.l thought and act1 vit Y 1s the vehlfle of his therapy (pp. 7'3-77 

above). Let us thus, now examine nth a c~~~ look the relationship between -', 
the Kalllpolis and d1alect1c. 

\, 

The principle upon which Plata builds the Kallipol.1s (beautlful, or 
/ 

/ 
ideal, or best cl ty) is baead on the natural. differences between human 

" 
beings (37Gb) l 

•• '. each one of ua ls born somewhat different from the others, one 
more apt for one ta.sk, one for another. Don' t yeu think 50? 
-- l do. 

l', 

Further, dbes a man do better lf he practlces Many crafts, or if, 
balng one man he restrlcts himeelf to one craft? --When he restricta 
himself to one. 

Both production and qual1ty are improved in eaoh case, and easier, 
if each man doea one thing, which ls congenial to him, doea 1t at 2 
the rlght Ume, and 1s !ree of' other pursuits." -- Most certa.1nly. 

~orrow, trans., pp. 122-3. 
1 

2 Grube, tran~., p. 10. 
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For Plato this element ls' fundamental, since 1t 1s natural for the Ruler 
, 

to govern if he 1s eà.ucated ta be' spec1al1zed 1n his f'1eld. Proper ~eader"" 

ship ls not to be found among merchants or shoemakers. These lIlen have 

sk111s. but not the sIdlls which dll render them good rulers. H1s propo-

sal 1s the reverse of Periclean democracy where versat111 ty ls stressed. 

Appa;rently, he was attempt1ng two 1mprovements over previous poli t1cal 

systems. F1rst, there 1s an effic1ency of spec1a11zation and second, he 
\ 

stresses the naturaJ. differences botween humans. Plato's pr1nc1ple ls t.hu,:5 

found in nature (physis) and 18 cult1vated through educat10n and exper1ence. 

Henceforth, the main purpose of Plata in the Republi.c 1a "to construct 

a sute 1n which the true philosopher should be the' guid1pg 1nfl.uence, and 

not desp1sed. as useless or fea.red as dangerous. ,,1 As Professor T. A. Sinclair 

po1nts out, Plate RS 1n fact attemptlng to orig1nate an 1deal pol1s where 

rule wa.s te Ifbe exercised for the benef1t not of the ruler but the ruled, 

[ where 1 monay power and pol1 t1cal power should be di vorced, ['Mhere] holding 

office in the state should be unattra.ct1ve and unprofitable.,,2 Plato, 

however, under8tallds that 'his ideal soc1ety need.s rulers who are not te be 

found among the c1 t1zens of the exist1ng pol1s. Therefore, he proposes an 

~ucat10naJ. programme that w11~ solve the problem. This eduqational plan 

which reveals the method for the select10n of the philosopher-Rulers, a1so 

reve~s the structure of his polltic&! theory. In short, the Republic itself 

18 bull t Hi th the method of diaJ.ectic. 
ù 

The knowledge required by the aulers ta go vern effect1vely 15 gathered:' 

through a oonstant progression. The d1alectioal method -- expounded in the 

S1m1les of the Sun, Line and Cave -- 18 a log1cal prooedure of reason1ng 

~1nCla1r, Greek Poli t1caJ. Tho?6ht, p. 145. 0 

2:rbld., p. 144. ~ , 
j, 
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startlng from a. world of mere opinion llhich ls shown to he subject1ve and. 

irresponsible, a.nd ending in the realm of the absolute and unchang1ng., 

Sometlmes f however, the upwa.rd path fs checked as there ls a descent to 

corroborate the f1nd1ngs. Accordingly, hypothes.es ",ere proPOsed llhich 

were' tested ln the realm of forma or idea.s (510c); to be rejected or modi-
t ' 

f1ed; to be lmproved and final1zed ln order to reach Ithe final destination of 
, 

ult1mate reality (The Idea of the Good). In other llords, P~ato's method oJ 

dialectic in the Repub11c la 

••• the 1deaJ. method, the upward path of knowledge supersedUlg the 
hypothetieal method pt' mathematics.... InYSrlably i t 1ncluded the 
search of reality (ouala, that ls, substance or essence}t that which 
abides or remains t"fiëSa.me when other eharacteristies' of an 0 bject 
Qome 1nto existence and pass away. The advancement of know~edge 1s, 
therefore, dialectic. 1 

Dla.l.ect1c 1s the highest study in Plato' s educatlona.l curriculum 

for perf'ect1ng the philosopher-Ruler, and 1s aimed at atta.1nj,ng the Idea of' 
c, 

the Good, the highest form of human awareness. There ls a notion of therapy 

in Pla.to' s pol1t1cal thought in the Republie, alld the behaviour (because of 
o ~ 

his education) of the philosopher-Ruler 1s a cruclal key to this notion. 2 

Plato attempted te control the disorders of bis Ume through the lmplementatlon 

of his basic belief that the rtùers and true philosophers are one and the 

same (Repub11c 473d, Epistle VII 326&). In this sense, the Republie ls a 

therapeut1c planned social change which attempts to remedy the d1sorders 

of fourth century Athens. This therapy 1s dialectlca.l in theory and app11ca-

tion. It not only ooeurs in the realm of ideas, but oan also innuence in 

the manner of a blueprlnt- constitution, the actual structure of the polis. 

'In other words, Plato argues that gove:J:'!llllent is a science (dialect:1caJ. 

~ahaldan, p. 147. 

, ~ee transI , 48-.50. Lee, pp. ,'r • 
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relr.SOning and understanding) alld.' science should be left té the hands of 

experts (philosopher-Rulers ed.ucated in a diaJ.ecticaJ. manner). 

DiaJ.ectic, then, has two aspectSI a methodologlcal-eplstemologicar, 

and an ontologlcaJ.. It la a Theory of Knowled.ge (the ascent on the Llne and • 

Cave), an attempt to expl~n how to knOli; indeed, how we are to knOli the 

Agathon (Good). But it la also a Theory of Reallty that glves a fundamen­

tallY trué account of the worldr the real world of people, paleis 8l)d , 

poli Ucs, that requires statesmeli to dispense this. acqu1red Imowledge of the 

Agathon. In short. "the ;ruth sought by' dia1ectlc la not a truth about 

na.ture or about the way men do in fact live; lt ls rather, à, viaion. of; the 

way men should live. n 
1 A vision, l might add., wi th serious pr8.C.t1cal appll­

ca.t1ons; or at,least that waa what Pla.to himself believed~ 

, , 

, 
" 

,I~~ ••• "l~j~~.~.~rJ~, 
'l' "1,1'" . " \ 

\;ouldner, p. 266. 
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CONCLUSION 

l t ls signif1can t tha t Zeno is known to ha.ve ~rl ticlzed. Plato' s 
Republic. because 1 t la net t.he Cl ty of Zeus. Plata, 1 t ls true, . 

~ has his scheme for the product.lon of the perieet man, cleduced from 
t.he same Soorat.10 pr1nc1ples, combined wi th hia O'Hll conception of 
all that knowled.ge or wisd.om lmplles. But he does not saYI Fust 
malte every lnd.ivldual periect. And then you will need no la1l's or 
civ1c institutions. He la too much bent upon the reform of Greek 
Society to be ~eady to ~stpone lt to the millennium. So he turne 
to the other pos~lble course; ta.lQ.ng human nature as 1t la, and 
making the best _of 1 t. Pla to 's commonwealth la not the city of Zeus 
_or the K1ngdom of Heaven. l t ia a reformed. Greek city-state, surroun­
ded by other city-states and by the outer, W"orld of barba.r1é1l1a, against 
whioh i t May have te hold tts own. Hence he does not contemplate the 
abolition of wa.r, which figurea in a1l modern Utopias. The problem 
he proposes for solution 181 Ilhat are the least changes te be made in 
the highest existing fOrIn of societ.y --the Greek cl ty-state -- which 
will put an end to intestine suife and fact1on, and harmon1ze the 
compet1~ desires of human nature in a stable arder? " '1 

-- F. M. Cornford 

i The princ1pàl aim of this thesis wa.s ta defend the righteousness, 

4d: practical possibility of the Platonic Kalll~11s as descri bed in the -

Republic. As such, two fundamental questions were asked: first, wha.t were 

the motives behind Plato's attempt to reconstruct his soc1ety; and second, ' 

how does he propose to carry out this seemingly practical panacea for the 

disorders of fourth ce~tury Athens? 

The Golden Age of Greek d~mo·cracy (Pentecontaetia) had ended.. During 

2 Plate' s time democracy had degene:r;ated. into ohaotic mob frenzy. The 

,Athenian Empire wa.s at death's door, and its cltizens lIere looIdng for 
''t ) . ' 

solutions. Socra.tes, Îsocrates, Xenophpn, Plate, and Aristotle among others, 

asked. questions, formulated. answers and proposeq. remed1es for their troubled 

age. (The f'ollowiXÎg passage, l be1.1eve, despite its age, almost a hundreci 

1 ' Cornford, The Unwritten Phllosophy, pp. 60-61. 

2see, Wlld, pp. J9·4~. 

3rndeed. t~s intellectual exerolse saw the beglnnings of Social and 
Polltical ph11osophyt Hegel claimed that philosophy beg1ns only when a given 
society 1s past Hs glory -- when i t ia dying. "When philosophy paints Hs 
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year6 old, reflects'the stark state of affairs anYr 

thing else written in Platonic scholarship). 

That time l'las one, it should be remembered, for desperate remedies. 
• •• For Plato 1 s lot was cast .. in the days of the po 11 tical collapse 
of Athens. It is possibLe that we may exag~rate too much the con­
sciousness of the Athenians in the early hal! of the fourth century, 

" of the downfall which had already overtaken their city, .and the long 
and slow decline of life and freedom which lay bef'ore her. But after 
Sicily and Aegospotamoi, after the Four Hundred, the Thirty, and the 
Ten,' when hall the friends of his youth had found death and swift in 
agony of the Great Harbour or the crimson eddies of the As~inarus, or 
slow and lingering in the stone quarriés of Syracuse, and half of 
those tnat still rema1ned had been made the victim of brutal spite 
and judicial mur:der, when justice seemed to have fled the earth, .Plato 
Fûmsel:f, and many wi th hj.m, must have fel t that the times were out of 
joint, and that society was only to be rehabilitated by an en tire 
reconstitution, by heroic treatment, and divine good fortune. 1 

It has been said that out of a time of crisis and desperation, works 
, - J-

of brilliance arise. j~his i5 very mu~h the case wi th the Republic. Plata wa.s 
• 

not content w1th simplistic explanations •. For example, Isocrates ~o l'las 

aIse wor:ried with the ever increasing contrast between rich and rJCxl,. 
> , • 

proposed that welfare handouts from one class to the other would solve i;.he 

2 problem. On th~ other hand, Plato's theory of government -- "the Royal 

Art," is a systematic theory that attempts ta demonstrate the effective 

reaul ta of a <c,a.refully planned philo sa phi cal inquiry. 

.soc.l.ety can be plonned to be realized when the ~1S 1s 

functional classes of Rulers, Protectors and Pro cers, 

Thus a Good or Ideal 

di vided in ta three 

which will properly 

divide the national wealth and create a climate of Urue general welfare 

grey in grey, then has a' shape of lif~e grolffi old. By philosophy' s grey in 
grey i t cannot be rejuvenated but only understood. The owl of Hinerva spreads 
i ts wings only wi th the falling of the dusk'." He~ell s Philosophy of Right, 
transe by T. M. Knox (New York: Oxford U. P., 19 7), p. IJ. 

l.r. Herbert Warren, The Repub1i-c of Plato (London: Macmillan, 18-88), 
pp. XXI-XXXI. 

2 
See Sinclair, Greek Political Thought, p. 118. 
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. , . 
that will end class conflict. once and for aIl (RepubHc 4 J4e) • In turn, 

the human psyche has three'basiè elements -- Reason, Splrit and Appetite 

that correspond with those o~ the Ka*tipolls./ R~ason (Wisdom) is at the 
\ 

head of this'tripartite stratification, just as the Rulers (or Ruler) 

govern for ~e bene~i t ;f' the whole cOmInçnwealth. ,;he ~acul ty 6f re~son· 
o 

ibeing "man "s unique capac~ty to deliberaté, ta make and evaJ.uate judgments 

and ta achie';'e Imowl~e .. l (unl1ke the temporary and unscientific reform 

of charity proposed' by lsocrates), wouièi provide the impetus for an ideal 
\. . . . ~ 

state -- a Kalli122lis. Through the ~aculty o~ Reason, a Buter proceeds in 

the d.1fflcul t journey of beco!lÛng truly wise by comprehending the rdea of 

the Good. In this pursui t the study o~ dialectic must be mastered, since 

lt p~vides infallible knowledge.in the gathering and dlspensing o~ ultimate 

enllghtment, or justice over the af~à.irs of the Kalllpolis. The Kalli;poli-s 

-
ls, then, the pur sui t of the affairs of the, other two. ~loreover, the co-

operation of ea~h class would Produc~~icient and h~nious.common-
'Q 

wealth (4§Ja-4J4c) ~ Platp tlWs de:fines justice as "the tending. of your own 

business (4JJb)tt -- that is, being competent within: the limits o~ your 
\ 

responsibilities. 

In its'political applicatioR tbis de~lnition means that a just city 
[Kallipolis] is, first, an aristocracy, that is to say a government 
of those best fi tted and most competent to govern by having gained 
through the insight of dialectic the vision of the Mathon , and -
second, a thoroughly articulated community in which no one is allowed 
or, indeed, even wishes, to step out o~ his properly assigned place. 
••• Hhat gives aptness and force to justice as "doin~ one' S.own 
business" is that sa understood i t becomes the excellence of excellen­
ces in a world under ,the rule of God. For that the Good rules can 
only mean that in i ts 'light each being is both good in i t;:;elf and ' 
good as a part of the whole. But tha~ is precisely what justice accom­
~lishes in our working world, which ls a reflection of the realm of 

~; 

. \tl1ton K. Mun.itz, Ways of Philosophy (New York: f4 acmi 11 an , 1979), 
p. 76. ) 
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being: To be just according to Socrate~is to be bath good on one's 
own and g?od for others. 1 

Hence Plato rejected the democratic process in favour of an intelle­

étual eli tism. His theory was fbrmulated as a respbnse to a poli tical climate 
. l 

that pas been neatll stated by T. H .. Huxley in the following words: ':A man's 
oey 

2' 
worst difficu1 ties begin when he is able to do as he likes." Plato whole-

-=-..-
. heartedly believed (in the Republic at least) that political arete c'ould be 

ac~eved only {hrOugh moral seli1examination, and that political leadership 

had to be made contingent on a mo~t rigorous intellectual, ethical, and ,. , 

moral training. Nowadays, however, such a :i:igidly stratif'ied society is 

described as an "ideal bedlam" and "egregious nonsense," and its author as a 

"fastidio~s Athenian 'aristocrat,,,3 Plato's modern enemies are too happy 
~ ~ 

,,~ , 

and too eager to label hlm as a ~otali tari an racialist, becaus,e oi his 

4 - -
"li~elong vendetta against 'tl.emocracy. Il And yet, is i t not surprising that 

such a negati~e notion of Plato would completely elud~ the attention of 

Ci.cero, Clement and Augustine, only to be discovered in this century? 

Seeking ta find parallel conçepts of modern pollltics in ancient texts (like 

. for example the Nazi and 'l'latonic ~dea of the organic archi tectonic of the 

. state), is ~ totally unhistoric approach. Again, ~ng the thO~ht of 

Plato from his age, to analyze i t in the framework of another society, would 

lead. to a complete misunderstanding of his whole thought-. 

~ 

~va T. H. Braun, "Introductiol'l," in The Republic of Plato, R. Larson, 
transi (Arlington Heights, Illinois: AHM Publ1shing Corporation, 1979)', pp. 
XLIV .... XLV. See also Vlastas, "The Theory of Social Justice, Il pp. 26-35; R. 
Barrow, Plato 1 ut!li taria.ruSIn and Education (Lolldon: Routledge and Kegan 
Paul, 1975), p. 27. ; 

2 ' 
Cited by E. R. Dodds, The Greeks and the Irra.tional (Berkeley: Univer-

si ty of California Press, 1951). p. 236. 

:JI. F. Stone, "Plat~'s Ideal Bedlam" Harper's, vol 262, January 1981, 
p. 66. 
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"v/hat 
c 

1, is more preferable: Freedom or order." Plato, the politica], reformer, 

who ,re jected "a Plrom1~ poli tical career in hiJ na ti ve A thens be~ause of 

the incompetence and the corruption of the ~tical p~ties and their 
l' ~ , 

leaders, es~ablished the Academy to expose the fallibility of the prevailing 1 

1 i, , ' 

governments, ~d to contemplate a new polit~~al order that would have ended 

" -l<"""" • 
the i11s of his world. lit is j moreover, qui te evident _ from bis biography . . 

, . 
that he expected to implement the fi~dings o~ the Academy in the realm of , . 

1 

existing polities. AsP~1uJ.f9rd Q. Si'bléy, the author of one of the better 

histories of politieal theory, has written: 

[Plato] hoped th~t the discoveries ~f the Academy would pro vide the 
knowledge ,wi-thout which, he 'liaS eonvinced, no righteous state could 
be established.... In fact, Plato was ta be far more directly in­
volved in .p;r:~tlCal· poli tic~ than Aristotle was to be, despi te the 
latter"s' subsequent reputatlon as a more "practical" of the two.l 

.. 

In this sense J the implementa t~,op. of 'the Kallipolis was Plata' s most, impor- /~ 
\ 

tant concern from the death ott' SÇlcrates onwards. The eristic spi ri t of- the 
, , 

early dialogues attempted to d~stroy existing inferior ideas, by paving the 
, 1 

road for the HePllblie to eon~truet an ideal-type society: Indeed, for four . 
deeades (386 to about 348) the Kallipolis was examined from evety angie in. 

~ c 2 . , 
the groves of the Aeademy. 'Appa.re.ntly, in these examin(!.tions c'ertain 

defects in the construçtion of the *allipolis were discovered. To hls 
o 

credit, plato did not supress these findings. Having the n:intelleetual :. 
• 

/ 

~. Q. Sibley, Political Ideas and Ideolo ies: A Histo of Politieal 
'Thought-{m~w York~ Harper & How, 1970 ,p. 2. 

\, 

~ 2.';During the years be'tween the Republie and the 1ê:.!:!2, ms ~students in 
the Ac~my were engaging in both empirical and nonempirieal investigations 
and i t would have been astonishing ha?their conclusions not a.t:f~cted the " 

: outlook of' ,the man who was so open ta new insights." Sibley, Poli ticarl Ideas 
and, Ideologies, p. 63. 
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.lfr- '1 
honesty', to admit ~he-mist~ken assumptions of his previous theory, just 

before 'his death, he wrote the' Laws ta set the record straight. In other~ 

rl0rd~, Plato in' the Republic Il ~eeks to suggest the oU,tlines of 8:h ideally 

righteous polit y; in the Laws, he retains the essential feature~ of the 

:deal. typicaJ. ~icture put seeks ta 'show. the degrel? to which i t m,ight be 

implemented in light of the limitations and recalcitrancies of collective 
. 2 ... 

experience." The Madnesia i therefore, becomes Plato' s final word in 

poiit:ics. J But it is clearly a,lIsecond best" type of government to be 
\ 

~tr1 ven a.fter, (L~JS 7J9a). Essentially, Plata' s bellef that ~owledge 

through rational insight can render a philosopher-Ruler fit to govern, is~ 

" , 
replaced with a mixed constitution where~+aw is supreme to ruler and subject 

• ..... 1~"'" "," 

alike. However, despi te t~s ap~ent change o~ heart, Plata ~ abandoned . 

the K9-11ipolis' basic theory. It is true, that laws are of Ütmost imper" 

tance; for wi thout laws men "will be indist;!.nguishable from ,wild animaIs of 

the outmost savagery" (Laws 374e)4; and yet, Plato (ln the sarne breath) . -
• 1 

makes the fpllowing statemèI\t (87.5c-d):' 

If ever by the gra.ce of God somE! natural genius were barn, and had 
the chance _ to assume such pow~, he would have no need. for laws ta 
control h1!llt , Knowledge is' unsurpassed by any law or regulation; 
reasdn, lf it ls genuine and really enjoys its natural freedom, 
should have universal powerj i t ls not right that it should be under 
the control of anythï~g el~e" as tfwugh 1 t were some sort of slave. 

" But as i t is, _such a character ls nowhere to be found ••• t That ls 
wqy we neea to choose the second alternative, lawand regulation ••• 5 

~lastos, "The Theory of Soéial Justice," p. 35: 
2 Sibley, Political Ideas and Ideologies, p. 63. 

JH~e 1: follow the interpretati6n of Sabine and Thorson, pp. 71-80. 

4 
'Plato, 

Books, 1975), 

.5:rbid. , 

The Laws, transe by T. J. Saunders (Harmondsworth: 
p. 394. 

p. 395, ltalics added. 
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At this point l can do no better than quote Professor Sabine' s penetrating 

analysis. 

To end, therefore, Plato was convinced that in a truly ideal state 
[Kallipoli~J the rule of pure reason, embodied in a philosopher-king 

. and unhampered by law or custom, ought to prevail.... The state ruled 
by law was always a concession to the frallty of human nature and never 
something which he was willing to accept as having a right to stand on 
a pari ty wi th the ideal. S;till, if the knowledge necessary to make the 
philosopher-king is unattainable, then Plato is clear that the common 
moral consciousness is right in believing"that a government accordin 

-law ls better than a government by men, rulers being what they are , 
, . 

It thus appears that ~lato wrote the Laws because of hit,l bill 

ta his' exacting standards the ideal philosopher-Ruler d ng his lifetime. . . 
Indeed, bis ·fallure in S~a.çuse was striking. The Ma.e;ne ia being a more 

practi.cal proposaI thaz:t. the K~llipolis is geared for immediate implementation. 
1 t ;;. 0 

On the other ham:l, hpwever, "Pla.to does not utterly a'bandon the possibility 

'that some time in the future a ruier with such wisdom may surface. t1arcus . - . . 
" 2 

~ufelius, Julian the Apostate and John III Valatzes are soWe rulers that 

corné close to Plato' s Ideal •. The hope that sorne day the Kallipolis might 
--L l' ~ "\Oi.. '". 

be realized, n~~er left Plato's mind. 3 

. A final note. There l}as always been a /uniq ue rela tionshi p bet we'en Pla to 

and his commentators. Because of pis ~eat literary powers, one never stops . 
disco!ering \,~omething new wi th every reading: previou~ly hidden. truths 

b~come self-eVident\at once, only to be modified o~ even reject~d in' sub­

sequent studies. IndeeÇ., an examination of Plata often results in an exami-

nation of the commentato;ts inner beliefs. Thus one- might saf'""that there 

J 

1 Sabine and Thorson, p. 78. 

2see Sir Ernest Barker, Social and Poli Ücal Thdught in By~antium" 
(Oxford: Clar~ndo~ Prèss, 1957), pp. 159-161. 

" J"Hhen we re8llize tha t the Republic does not disclose the "limi ts of 
poÙ tics" but represents a truly ideal poli tical order, then wy. shall 'under­
stand Plato' s intentions more adequately." Hall "Limi ts of Poli tics, Il pp. 
310-311. 
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are as many interpretatiohs of Plato as thet'a are "interprE!ters. Professor 

Guthrle has captured the challenge and fascination of studying Plato beau'" 
1 

tifully. 

.J 

A Greek conunentator tells that when near bis death he dreamed he . 
had. turned lnto a great .bird. Men wera tryizig to ca.tch himt but 
flying from tree to tree he mocked all their efforts. His friend 
Simmias interpre:ted this.ta meM tnat an men would uy to grasp" 
Plato 1 6 meaning but none l'fould succeed. lllach would explain him in 
bis own way,-whether theologian, scientist or anything else. This 
was because (unlike ,some philosophers, one may add) the beauty of 
bis style made him. access1,.ble to al1, from whatever standpoint they 
ap:proached him,: The prophecy has come true. Everyone nas hls own 
Plato.1 
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